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S ynopsis
C heltenham  g a in ed  i t s  f i r s t  P a r lia m e n ta ry  r e p r e s e n ta t io n  under th e  
te rm s o f th e  G reat Reform Act o f 1832 by which i t  was. deen^d to  be a 
s c h e d u le  D borough w ith  th e  r ig h t  to  send  one M. P. to  P a r lia m e n t. Forem ost
in  th e  cam paign to  have C heltenham  re p re s e n te d  was Lord S egrave o f  B erk e ley
C a s tle , a l re a d y  s o c ia l  p a tro n  o f  th e  town and now hop ing  to  be i t s
p o l i t i c a l  m aster. Lord S egrave was s u c c e s s fu l  in  h i s  a tte m p t and f o r  a
number o f  y e a rs  C heltenham  was re p re s e n te d  by a  member o f  th e  B erk e ley  
fam ily , *A iilst co n te m p o ra rie s  bemoaned i t s  s t a t u s  a s  a nom inated  o r  pocket 
borough.
That s t a t u s ,  however, was soon t o  be ch a lle n g e d . F i r s t ,  and somevdiat 
u n ex p ec ted ly , by d is c o n te n te d  l i b e r a l .  R ad ica l and C h a r t i s t  e lem en ts  w ith in  
th e  town su p p o rte d  by th e  ou tspoken  Cheltenham Free Press: second  by th e  
re co v e ry  and em ergence o f a  w e ll-o rg a n is e d  and pow erfu l Tory g roup  backed 
by th e  s p i r i t u a l  te a c h in g s  o f th e  to w n 's  e v a n g e lic a l  r e c to r ,  th e  R everend 
F ra n c is  C lose.
T h is  t h e s i s  t r a c e s  th e  means by which C heltenham  sough t 
r e p r e s e n ta t io n  under th e  te rm s o f th e  1832 Reform Act and how borough 
p o l i t i c s  o p e ra te d  th e r e  fo r  th e  nex t tw en ty  y e a rs . T h is  p e r io d  a l s o  saw a  
m ajor t r a n s i t i o n  in  C h e lten h am 's  p a r lia m e n ta ry  c r e d i b i l i t y  from  th a t  o f 
pocket borough to  one which was th o u g h t w orthy o f b e in g  c o n te s te d  by T o r ie s  
and L ib e ra l  a l ik e .  As such , a lth o u g h  p r im a r i ly  a  lo c a l  s tu d y , t h i s  t h e s i s  
r e l a t e s  more g e n e ra l ly  to  th e  tw in  them es o f th e  d e c l in e  o f a r i s t o c r a t i c  
in f lu e n c e  in  n in e te e n th  c e n tu ry  p o l i t i c s  and th e  r i s e  o f  more 
'p r o f e s s i o n a l '  p a r ty  o rg a n is a t io n .
The s tu d y  o f  C h e lten h am 's  g e n e ra l e l e c t i o n s  ov er th e  p e r io d  1832-48 
t r a c e s  th e  d e c l in e  o f p e rso n a l in f lu e n c e  th ro u g h  p a tro n a g e  and b r ib e r y  and 
s e e s  i t  re p la c e d  by th e  in f lu e n c e  o f p a r ty  management, th ro u g h  th e  work o f 
th e  p a r ty  a g e n ts  in  th e  r e g i s t r a t i o n  and o r g a n is a t io n  o f  v o te r s  and a  
pow erfu l s u p p o r tin g  r o le  o f v a r io u s  p r e s s  lo b b ie s .
For my mother and other radicals
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In troduction
I t  i s  a w ell known fa c t th a t th e  1832 Reform Act did l i t t l e  to  r id  the
e le c to ra l  system  of some o f i t s  more b la ta n t ev ils . In the words o f P ro fesso r 
Norman Gash, 'The Reform Act re p re se n ts  no more than a clumsy but v igorous
hacking a t  th e  system  to  make i t  a roughly more acceptab le sh ap e ...,in ev itab ly  
th e re fo re  the  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  of the  old system  p e rs is te d  in  th e  new'. Not 
only had th e  fran ch ise  been cau tio u s ly  extended from 286,527 v o te rs  to  an
e le c to ra te  of 366,250 g iving the  vote to  a mere 18% of the  ad u lt male popula tion
of England and Wales, but more f la g ra n t abuses remained. ^ The continued
ex isten ce  of many s in g le  member boroughs w ith re la tiv e ly  sm all popu la tions, and 
the  absence of a s e c re t b a llo t allowed a s ig n if ic a n t number of pocket or
p ro p rie ta ry  boroughs to  survive.
There has been much debate  as to  th e  tru e  in te n tio n s  of th e  fram ers of th e  
Reform Act, but n e ith e r  space nor time w ill allow fo r a d iscu ssio n  o f them in 
th is  th e s is . Although D.C Moore's r e v is io n is t  view of the  Act as  a m easure
introduced  not as a concession to  ra d ic a l demands but r a th e r  as  a means of 
s tren g th en in g  a r is to c r a t ic  co n tro l through 'th e  p o li t ic s  of deference ', =* is  
la rg e ly  out of fashion, i t  i s  s t i l l  t ru e  to  say th a t a r i s to c r a t i c  co n tro l
continued w ell a f te r  1832. As Alan Heesom p o in ts  out in h is  d iscu ss io n  of 
"Legitim ate" versus "Illeg im ate" in fluences in th e  e le c tio n s  fo r County Durham: 
'Within a few years  of th e  passing  of the  Reform Act a r i s to c r a t ic  
domination of th e  p o li t ic s  of c ity  and county was re -e s ta b lis h e d  on 
p a tte rn s  very s im ila r  to  those th a t had e x is te d  before 1832. In one sense  
i t  was increased , since  the  d iv ision  o f the  county, by confining Lambton
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and Londonderry in fluence to  the  north , e s ta b lish e d  magnate co n tro l over 
both s e a ts  fo r North Durham, while th e  Duke o f Cleveland continued to  
c o n tro l one s e a t fo r the  sou thern  d iv is io n .' ®
V arious e s tim a te s  ranging from fo r ty  to  over seventy  (even n in e ty  in some 
contemporary sources) have been given as to  th e  number of peers ab le  to  nominate 
members to  the  House of Commons a f te r  1832, but most ag ree  th a t  one borough 
where th is  was po ssib le  was Cheltenham. ® Here th e  borough's lo c a l pa tron  was 
Colonel William Berkeley, Lord Segrave. His fam ily was long e s ta b lish e d  in
G louceste rsh ire  and i t s  connections w ith Cheltenham went back a t le a s t  to  1466 
when a S ir Maurice Berkeley purchased the  le ase  of the  manor. The fam ily 's  main 
e s ta te s  were cen tred  on Berkeley C astle  in th e  Severn Vale, and by 1873 they 
amounted to  over 18,000 acres  ac ross th e  county. The predominance of the
Berkeleys in G louceste rsh ire  p o li t ic s  in the  Whig in te re s t  is  w ell documented, In 
the  words of Cheltenham's most famous C h a rtis t, W.E. Adams:
'During the  whole period of th e  C h a rtis t a g ita tio n , and indeed fo r the  
years before and a f te r  i t ,  the  re p re se n ta tio n  of Cheltenham was co n tro lled  and 
p ra c tic a lly  owned by the  Berkeleys'. ?"
Head of the  fam ily in the  ea rly  n in e teen th  century  was Colonel William
Berkeley. He was regarded  by many as th e  'uncrowned king of Cheltenham', being a
pow erful and wealthy b enefac to r of th e  races, the  th e a tre  and th e  lo c a l hunt; 
p rov ider o f many of the  town's am enities; foca l point of Cheltenham 's fash ionab le  
round of b a lls  and concerts; and holder of many lo ca l o ff ic e s , such as  th a t of 
Lord L ieutenant o f th e  county and p res id en t of th e  Whig A ssociation.
Since the  death  of h is  fa th e r , th e  f i f t h  E arl of Berkeley in 1810, William 
(the fu tu re  Lord Segrave) had been a t th e  cen tre  of a d ispu ted  claim  to  in h e ri t
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h is  f a th e r 's  t i t l e .  This had come about as the  f i f th  Earl, regarded  by h is  c r i t ic s  
as no more than 'a rake of th e  f i r s t  o rd er ', had taken a c e r ta in  Mary Cole 
(daughter of a G loucester bu tcher) as h is  m is tre ss . For some tim e he had re fu sed  
to  marry her d esp ite  the  b ir th  of se v e ra l sons. However, Mary, a woman of 'model 
v ir tu e ' and whom G rantley  Berkeley described  as being o f 'irrep ro ach ab le  
ch a ra c te r ', a t la s t  p reva iled  on the  E arl to  marry her a t Lambeth in  1796. The 
f i r s t  le g itim a te  son to  be born a f te r  th e ir  m arriage was Thomas Moreton, but as 
he had no wish to  in h e rit h is  fa th e r 's  t i t l e ,  he allowed i t  to  pass to  the  e ld e s t 
of the  il le g itim a te  b ro th ers , namely William.
W illiam's claim to  h is  fa th e r 's  earldom, however, was not su s ta in e d  by a 
Committee of the  House of Lords, Instead  William remained head o f th e  fam ily and 
p ossesso r of the  family e s ta te s ,  but fo r th e  tim e being, known only as Colonel 
Berkeley ra th e r  than the  S ixth  Earl. He continued h is  search  fo r  a t i t l e  however 
and th is  now took him in to  th e  area  of county p o li t ic s  as he a ttem pted  to  use 
h is  considerable  in fluence to  re tu rn  members (a ll  members of h is  fam ily) fo r  the  
Whigs from whom in tu rn  he expected reward. Whether o r not, as h is  b ro th e r 
Grant ley suggested , an a c tu a l deal was s tru c k  up between William and th e  Whigs, 
the  attem pt proved su c c e ss fu l as he was c rea ted  Lord Segrave in  1831 and E arl 
F itzhard inge in 1841. ®
Lord Segrave seems to  have acquired the  Lord Lieutenancy o f th e  county by 
somewhat s im ila r means in 1837. Lord G renville  w rite s  in h is  memoirs th a t  as 
soon as th e  Duke o f B eaufort had died, Segrave went to  Lord Melbourne, then 
Prime M inister, to  claim the  appointment fo r  h im self on th e  grounds th a t he 
re tu rn e d  th re e  members; 'more than any man in England'. G renville  reco rd s  th a t 
Segrave to ld  Melbourne th a t 'My b ro th ers , th e  e le c to rs  do not know by s ig h t; i t
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is  my in fluence which re tu rn s  them'. F inally  G renville  concludes th a t Segrave was 
'an a r ra n t blackguard, no to rious  fo r h is  g en e ra l w orth lessn ess ' and th a t h is  
behaviour 'exh ib ited  a l l  th e  most ob jectionab le  fe a tu re s  which were supposed to  
be swept away'. ®
Contemporary sou rces such as p o ll books and county h is to r ie s  seem to  agree 
th a t, fo r good or worse. Lord Segrave's Whig in fluence was very much a t  th e  h ea rt 
of G louceste rsh ire  p o li t ic s  in  th e  years im mediately a f te r  th e  1832 Reform Bill.
How long th is  in fluence would p rev a il is  the  main study  of th is  th e s is , but a
note of cau tion  may already  be de tec ted  when h is  b ro th e r G rantley w rites :
'His wealth, the  in fluence of h is  wide possessions, and th e  sway
a tten d an t on th e  c a s tle  tow ers as they looked over the  f e r t i l e  ac re s  of 
the rich  vale of Berkeley, th a t had m aintained them fo r so many cen tu rie s , 
from the Severn to  the  h i l ls ,  in a l l  th e ir  ancien t feudalism , and the  
w illingness of the  Whig Government to  b a r te r  rank fo r support in 
Parliam ent formed a s tro n g  foundation fo r success. Unless, however, th e se  
means were s k ilfu l ly  brought to  bear, and c a rried  out in a popular way, so 
th a t th e  p o l i t ic a l  support th a t was affo rded , seemed to  come from the  
people, the Government would have been put in a d if f ic u lty  as to  th e  
crea tio n  of rank, and the  expenditu re of money would go fo r  nothing. I t  was 
th e re fo re  Colonel Berkeley 's ob ject to  s e le c t one of h is  b ro th e rs  to  take 
th e  f i r s t  s te p  in p o l i t ic a l  arrangem ents, who was popular in  and around the  
c a s tle , and w ell rece ived  by a l l  the  b est re s id e n ts '.
In fac t, a t  one time no le s s  than four o f Lord Segrave's b ro th e rs  s a t  as M.P.s 
fo r B ris to l, G loucester City, Cheltenham and th e  W estern D ivision of th e  C o u n ty / ' 
Of these , Cheltenham p a r tic u la r ly  could be considered as a s a fe  p ro p rie ta ry
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Source: Drawn by George Rowe (1841); o r ig in a l  a t Cheltenham  P u b lic  L ib ra ry ,
borough w ith h is  younger b ro ther, Craven Berkeley, (see p r in t)  holding the  se a t 
from 1832 to  1847 and again  from 1852 t i l l  h is  death  in 1855; and w ith a 
Berkeley rep re sen tin g  Cheltenham v ir tu a lly  continuously  u n ti l  1865.
The 1832 Reform B ill perm itted  the  continuance of many p ro p rie ta ry  boroughs 
but in some ways the  tru e  success of the  Act was the  s tim u lus i t  and the  1835 
M unicipal C orporations Act gave to  p a rty  o rgan iza tion  in th e  co n stitu en c ies .
P ro fesso r Gash has shown in numerous a r t i c le s  how th e  Tory p a rty  in p a r t ic u la r  
responded to  the  challenge of g radually  reb u ild in g  i t s  lo s t  fo rtu n es  a f te r
1832.''® As a r e s u lt  of th e se  two m easures, lo ca l p a rty  a c t iv i ty  in Cheltenham 
in c reasin g ly  became more liv e ly  and h ec tic  w ith both main p a r t ie s  and some of 
th e  le s s e r  ones appoin ting  lo ca l e le c tio n  agen ts, forming lo ca l e le c tio n
asso c ia tio n s  and m obilizing th e ir  re sp e c tiv e  p re ss  ag a in st th e i r  opponents. 
I n i t ia l ly  th e ir  main ta sk s  were to  encourage the  r e g is t ra t io n  of fr ien d ly  v o te rs  
and co n test the r e g is t ra t io n  of h o s ti le  v o te rs . In 1838 th e  C onservatives were 
ab le to  take encouragement from the  fa c t th a t they  had been able to  expunge
some 170 L iberal v o te rs  and add 101 of th e ir  own to  th e  r e g is t r a t io n  l i s t .
But in gen era l term s, the  g re a te r  e f fe c t o f th e se  measures was to  imbue lo ca l 
e le c to ra l p o li t ic s  w ith a sense  of v i t a l i ty  and encourage cand ida tes  to  pay
considerably  more a t te n tio n  to  lo ca l in te re s ts .
Cheltenham's s to ry  in th e  years between 1832-1848 is  no t, a s  i t s  e le c tio n  
r e s u l t s  might sug g est, one of complete and unabated Berkeley dominance. To begin 
with, however, th e re  was l i t t l e  in the  way o f co n test as the  T o ries  not only did 
badly in 1832 by lo s in g  a number o f s a fe  s e a ts , but a lso  by lo sin g  th e
confidence of the  e le c to ra te  fo r some years  to  come. T heir d i f f i c u l t i e s  in
Cheltenham were compounded in  th a t, in i t i a l ly  a t le a s t ,  they did not p o sse ss  a
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h e red ita ry  candidate of th e  s ta tu r e  o r in fluence of the  Whigs; nor did the  T ories 
yet possess the  same kind of network of p o l i t ic a l  co n tro l which the  Berkeleys had 
es tab lish ed . In fac t th e ir  very opposition  to  reform, p a r tic u la r ly  the  
enfranchisem ent of Cheltenham i t s e l f  (Lord Ellenborough had t r ie d  to  in troduce an 
amendment which would have denied both Cheltenham and Brighton rep re sen ta tio n ), 
meant th a t  fo r some tim e a f te r  1832, they had very l i t t l e  in  th e  way of 
e lec tio n ee rin g  machinery in  place to  co n test the  borough. T herefore, in s tead  of 
considering  p arty  d iv isio n s, chap ter one of th e  th e s is  looks a t Cheltenham's 
campaign to  be amongst those  gaining re p re se n ta tio n  fo r th e  f i r s t  time in 1832
and how the town went about choosing i t s  f i r s t  Member of Parliam ent. As such, we
can examine th e  n a tu re  of a r is to c r a t ic  patronage by study ing  how Berkeley 
in fluence had already  e s ta b lish e d  i t s e l f  in  the  town and was working c lo se ly  (in 
fac t playing a leading ro le ) w ith in  the  lo c a l Whig party .
In complete c o n tra s t to  (perhaps even in reac tio n  to ) th e  'p o l i t ic s  of 
deference ', we can a lso  see  in Cheltenham a nascent yet v igorous p o l i t ic a l  
Radicalism. In the  l ig h t of recen t study  i t  should no longer come as a s u rp r is e  
to  us th a t fash ionab le p ro v in c ia l towns such as Bath and Cheltenham were c e n tre s  
of a newly emerging ra d ic a l fo rce in p o li t ic s . In both cases th e  w ealthy and 
re sp ec tab le  ranks of so c ie ty  were supp lied  and provided fo r by a se rv ic e  c la ss  of 
sk ille d  a r t is a n s  and craftsm en. These men were o ften  se lf -e d u c a te d  w ith 
a sp ira tio n s  of self-im provem ent and consequently  were not w ithout p o l i t ic a l
opinions o f th e ir  own. However, in many cases they were the  very c la ss  who had
been la rg e ly  excluded from the  1832 Act w ith i t s  s tr in g e n t £10 household borough 
fran ch ise  provision. T heir a sp ira tio n s  fo r  a degree of p o l i t ic a l  em ancipation had 
been ra ise d  by men lik e  William Cobbett, Henry Hunt and F rancis Place only to  be
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f ru s tr a te d  by an Act which seemed to  s tren g th en  the s ta tu s  quo r a th e r  than 
weaken i t  and denied such measures as s e c re t b a llo t and more frequent 
Parliam ents. G radually those  ra d ic a ls  who f e l t  they had been betrayed  by the 
Whigs in 1832 began to  find th e ir  own p o l i t ic a l  voice and organize them selves 
independently of the  Whig party , not le a s t  under th e  um brella of Chartism. In 
Cheltenham i t  was such a group who, in sp ired  by the  leadersh ip  of William Penn 
G askell and encouraged by the  e d i to r ia ls  and add resses of th e  Free f rees , 
mounted the f i r s t  challenge to  Berkeley ru le  over the  borough. Chapter two 
examines th e ir  s p ir ite d , a lb e it unsuccessfu l, attem pt to  unseat the  s i t t in g  
member.
By 1837, a more g en era l d isillu sionm en t s t i l l  had s e t  in  w ith the  Whig 
governments of Grey and Melbourne. The g re a t le g is la t io n  of th e ir  f i r s t  few 
years in o ff ic e  had now seemingly been rep laced  by inaction , apathy and even 
h o s t i l i ty  tow ards the  lower o rders  given i t s  record  on the  passing  of the  Poor 
Law Amendment Act and i t s  support fo r the  judgement on the  Tolpuddle M artyrs. 
Meanwhile, the T ories had not been slow to  c a p ita liz e  on growing Whig 
unpopularity  and under the  dynamic le ad ersh ip  of S ir Robert Peel had been 
enjoying something of a p arty  rev iv a l w ith the  1835 e lec tio n  b ring ing  them about 
a hundred new se a ts . Chapter th ree  dea ls  w ith the  T ories ' i n i t i a l  a ttem pt to  
co n test Cheltenham as they extended th e ir  search  fo r new s e a ts  in 1837.
This attem pt fa iled , but th e ir  fo rtu n es  picked up in 1841 w ith th e i r  f i r s t  
candidate o f any r e a l  lo ca l s ta tu re ,  namely James Agg-Gardner, th e  new lo rd  of 
the manor. This e le c tio n  became a three-w ay co n tes t w ith the  R adicals in v e stin g  
th e ir  hopes in the  cand idatu re  of the v e te ran  Colonel Perronet Thompson. Chapter 
four, as w ell as a ttem pting  to  analyse emerging tren d s  of p o l i t ic a l  support by
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drawing upon the  borough's f i r s t  av a ilab le  p o ll books, a lso  considers  the  e lec tio n  
ag a in st a background of two s ig n if ic a n t undercu rren ts. F ir s t  were the  a c t iv i t ie s  
of Cheltenham's zealous p arish  p r ie s t ,  th e  Rev. F rancis Close, who sought to  
'im prove' the Spa along C hris tian  and Tory p rin c ip le s  and whose cea se le ss  
a c t iv i t ie s  did much to  dim inish the in fluence of the  Berkeleys th e re . Second, and 
in c o n tra s t to  the  former, but ju s t  as e f fe c tiv e  in a ttack in g  Berkeley influence, 
were Cheltenham's C h a r tis ts  and Owenites. These groups were p a r tic u la r ly  ac tiv e  
a t th is  time and Cheltenham played host to  such n a tio n a l f ig u re s  w ithin  the
ra d ic a l movements as Feargus O'Connor, Henry Vincent and George Holyoake. As we 
s h a ll  see, both th e se  fo rces were to  be instrum en tal, in various ways, in the 
decline of Whiggism and consequently in the  rev iv a l o f Toryism w ithin  the
borough.
The Berkeleys, fo r the time being, managed to  w eather th e  sc y lla  and
charybdis of R adicals and Tories, a lb e it  w ith a v a s tly  decreased  m ajority . I t 
would seem th a t borough management was becoming a more d i f f ic u l t  and 
s ig n if ic a n tly  more co s tly  business. The co n tested  e lec tio n s  of 1847 and 1848, 
w ith th e ir  w ealth o f s ta tem en ts  to  be found in  the  acrim onious p e t i t io n s  and 
co u n te r-p e t i t  ions, allow us to  take the lid  o ff  the  workings of a lo ca l e lec tio n . 
Chapter five  considers how a p o li t ic a l  campaign was organ ised  and fought, and
how the  mechanics of the  re p re se n ta tio n  system  were ca rried  out in a p ro v in c ia l 
borough. Such an exam ination a lso  allow s considera tion  of contemporary opinions 
as  to  what was accep tab le  e lec tio n ee rin g  p ra c tic e  and helps draw th e  lin e  
between what Heesom describ es  as  "Legitim ate" and " Ille g itim a te "  a r i s to c r a t ic  
influence.
I t  would be po ssib le  to  continue the  s to ry  of the  Berkeleys in Cheltenham
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a t le a s t  ano ther tw enty years  u n t i l  th e ir  f in a l demise in 1865. However, a c lose 
look a t the  narrow ness o f th e ir  m a jo ritie s  would suggest th a t a f t e r  1848 the 
borough could no longer be described  as p ro p rie ta ry  or pocket. C hapter s ix  o f fe rs  
a number of su g g es tio n s  fo r the  Berkeleys' declin ing  p o l i t ic a l  s ta tu s  w ith in  the 
borough, some reasons fo r which i t  seems were of th e  fam ily 's  own making. 
Heesom, taking Lord Londonderry and Lord Durham as  h is  examples, su g g ested  th a t 
"A ris to c ra tic  Influence" was able to  m aintain i t s e l f  a f te r  1832 by re je c tin g  the  
p o li t ic s  of coercion and o f ab jec t subm ission and rep lacing  them in s te ad  w ith th e  
p o li t ic s  o f 'm utual advantage' i.e. between landlord  and ten an t, employer and 
employee, patron  and c lie n t. ' In th is  re sp ec t the Berkeleys began to  lose 
favour w ith the  v o te rs  of Cheltenham. T heir p a r tic u la r  brand o f patronage (the 
races, b a lls , hunting, e tc), which had i t s  heyday in  the  heady days of the  
Regency, no longer su ite d  the Town's more se rio u s  minded (even m o ra lis tic )  
approach to  i t s  image adopted in the m id-century.
D espite i t s  lack of any s ig n if ic a n t lo c a l industry , Cheltenham 's T ories 
in c reasin g ly  p o rtray  the town not as a fash ionab le  p leasu re  r e s o r t  but as a 
commercial cen tre  (the Agg-Gardners were prominent C onservative cand ida tes  and 
had in te r e s ts  in both the  lo ca l brewery and bank), a cen tre  of le a rn in g  ( th is  
aspect is  p a r tic u la r ly  s tre s s e d  by Schreiber, the  town's con serv a tiv e  M.P. in 
1865) and, thanks to  th e  work of th e  Rev, F rancis Close, a cen tre  o f Anglican 
Evangelicalism  (in th is  re sp ec t C lose's co n trib u tio n  to  the  development o f the  
town is  mentioned elsew here). With the  town tu rn ing  to  more sober-m inded 
p u rsu its , the  B erkeley 's found them selves in c reasin g ly  out o f tune w ith the  
town's r e a l  in te r e s ts  and as such had l i t t l e  of m utual advantage to  o f fe r  i t s  
v o te rs . Unlike the  Lords Londonderry and Durham, they could n e ith e r  a c t as
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employers to  the tow n's new businesses  nor as patron  to  i t s  new in s t i tu t io n s .
Iro n ica lly , a f te r  the  passing  of th e  Second Reform Act of 1867 when th e  
Berkeleys might have hoped to  launch a su c c e ss fu l bid to  reg a in  th e ir  con tro l, 
when the  se a t changed hands in 1868 i t  f e l l  in i t ia l ly ,  not to  a C onservative but 
to  H. Samuelson, a reform ing L iberal. The days of a r is to c r a t ic  Whiggism were 
numbered and the  old borough patrons everywhere were being driven  out by the  
s p ira l l in g  c o s ts  o f holding onto a s e a t ag a in st a w ell-o rgan ised  and determ ined 
opposition, by the  in c reasin g  p ro fessionalism  of party  managers and by the 
increased  e ffe c tiv e n e ss  of le g is la t io n  a g a in s t 'o ld  co rrup tion '. Colonel F rancis 
Berkeley, the  la s t  Berkeley to  co n test the borough, w rote to  h is  fa th e r  on losing  
h is  s e a t in 1865, s ta t in g  th a t he wished th a t he had never seen th e  town of 
Cheltenham. ''® Perhaps an even g re a te r  irony, but one which c le a rly  i l lu s t r a t e s  
how uncom fortable the  old Whig a r is to c ra c y  f e l t  in G ladstone's L ibera l party , was 
the  proclam ation in August 1886:
'The Berkeley family, whose residence is  the h is to r ic  c a s t le  o f th a t name in 
G louceste rsh ire , has fo r g en era tio n s  been noted fo r i t s  s tro n g  support of 
the  L iberal Cause. This s ta t e  of th in g s  has now been a lte re d . Lord 
F itzhard inge, the  head o f the Berkeleys, having been accepted fo r th e  post 
of p resid en t of the  Tewkesbury Conservative A ssociation ' -^^
In h is  wholly adm irable s tudy  of p o li t ic s  in  the  age of Peel, P ro fesso r Gash 
p o in ts  out th a t th e  work of c la ss ify in g  co n s titu en c ie s  is  f u l l  of p i t f a l l s  and 
only a lo ca l h is to r ia n  can hope to  reach f in a li ty . No doubt the  lo ca l h is to r ia n  is  
prone to  p i t f a l l s  as well, not le a s t  by th e  lim ita tio n s  of the  sou rces av a ilab le . 
Whereas Cheltenham's ra d ic a l p o li t ic s  remain r e la t iv e ly  w ell documented, 
p a r tic u la r ly  in the  Free Press  (the town's outspoken ra d ic a l Journal founded in
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1834), th e re  is  a d isappo in ting  d earth  o f m anuscript sources re la t in g  to  the 
'high p o l i t ic s ' of the  borough (although in th is  context, re fe ren c es  in the  Peel 
papers proved illum inating). The most f ru s tr a t in g  gap is  th a t caused by a lack of 
fam ily reco rds concerning th e  p o l i t ic a l  a c t iv i t ie s  of both William and Craven 
Berkeley. In s p i te  of th is , however, the  workings of borough p o li t ic s  as shown in 
i t s  newspaper columns, p o ll books, p e tit io n  s ta tem en ts  and e le c to ra l  addresses, 
ballads, s k i ts  and hand b ills  make i t  p o ssib le  to  bu ild  up a comprehensive record  
o f Cheltenham's p o l i t ic a l  l i f e  whereby we may come n eare r to  understanding  the 
e f fe c ts  of perhaps the  most pre-em inent piece of le g is la t io n  of the  n ine teen th  
century.
In fac t, in comparison to  o th e r p ro v in c ia l boroughs, Cheltenham was 
p a r tic u la r ly  w ell served  by i t s  lo ca l p ress  and by the  1860s the  number of
'w eeklies ' published th e re  reached e igh t. I t s  e a r l ie s t  paper was th e  Cheltenham 
Chronicle founded by Henry Ruff in 1809 and so ld  fo r 6d a copy. D espite i t s
o r ig in a l in te n t to  's te e r  c lea r  of p a rty  s p i r i t '  the  paper came, a t  f i r s t ,  to  
support the  Whig in te re s t  in  the  town, p a r tic u la r ly  a f te r  1811 when i t s  new 
owners were the G r if f i th  family, them selves Whig supp o rte rs . In 1824 J. Hadley
produced a r iv a l, the  Cheltenham Journal, founded to  support the  Tory p a rty  and
la te r  backed by the  Reverend F rancis Close. As we might expect, (d esp ite  i t s  
ra th e r  more m oderate s tan ce  around 1832) i t s  policy  was to  oppose reform , to
promote the  Tory cause and to  s tand  f a s t  by th e  Church and Crown. 1833 saw the  
a r r iv a l  of The Looker-on, a fash ionable jo u rn a l fo r the  Cheltenham ric h  which
g en era lly  l i s te d  th e ir  comings and goings and contained a r t i c le s  o f good
humoured in te re s t  r a th e r  than those  which 'might be deemed ob jectionab le  or 
personally  o ffen s iv e '. As a source. The Looker-on tends to  t e s t i f y  to  th e
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snobbery which ex is ted  in p o li te  V ictorian  socie ty .
At the  o th e r end of th e  market, so to  speak, th e re  a rriv e d  the  Cheltenham
Free Press  in 1834. More w ill be sa id  of th is  paper in la te r  chap ters , but i t  
w ill s u f f ic e  to  point out now th a t i t  became an outspoken c r i t i c  of T ories and 
Whigs a lik e  as i t  championed p ro g ressiv e  l ib e ra l  arguments.
The Berkeley and Whig cause was taken up in  1839 by th e  Cheltenham
Examiner, the  same year in which the  Cheltenham Chronicle swapped i t s  a lleg ian ce  
to  the Tories. The Examiner, Chronicle and Journal were a l l  b la ta n t in th e ir  
support fo r th e ir  own p o l i t ic a l  in te re s t  and consequently  each was dism issed by 
i t s  r iv a ls  as a mere organ of p arty  fac tion . Their, o ften  d iffe r in g , accounts of 
even ts do much to  add to  both the  colour and in te re s t  of p a rty  d iv is io n s  w ithin 
the  borough. L ater a r r iv a ls  on the  scene were the  conservative  Cheltenham Parish 
R eg ister  founded in 1840, the  ra d ic a l Cheltenham Mercury (1855), the  conservative  
Cheltenham Express (1866) and the  s h o r t- l iv e d  Cheltenham Times and Musical 
Record (1859-1868).
Cheltenham, fo r i t s  s ize , was r e la t iv e ly  w ell endowed w ith a lo ca l p ress
o ffe rin g  the  e le c to ra te , v ir tu a lly , a da ily  p ress  of varying p o l i t ic a l  hues. The 
p a rt played by th e se  jo u rn a ls  in  lo ca l p o li t ic s  was to  heigh ten  p a rty  d iv isio n s  
and p arty  fee lin g s  and to  produce an e le c to ra te  a t le a s t  p a r tly  en ligh tened  of 
both n a tio n a l and lo ca l is su e s  (in th is  re sp ec t th e  Cheltenham Free Press  
p a r tic u la r ly  s tan d s  out). That the  p ress  could a lso  begin to  challenge more 
t r a d i t io n a l  forms o f a r is to c r a t ic  in fluence was perhaps shown on a no tab le  
occasion when the  Berkeleys attem pted  to  tan g le  w ith i t .  In 1824 the  Cheltenham 
Journal, having already  spoken d isparag ing ly  about Colonel B erkeley 's trea tm en t of 
one of h is  m is tre sse s , the a c tre s s  Maria Foote, a lso  made some pointed remarks
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about th e  la d ies  a t the  Berkeley Hunt Ball. In response an indignant Colonel 
Berkeley went to  the o ff ic e s  of the  ed ito r , Mr. J. Judge, and attem pted  to  ho rse­
whip him. This event was la te r  depicted  in  a cartoon by Robert Cruikshank shown 
opposite . However, in the  ac tion  which followed Colonel Berkeley was found 
ag a in st and was made to  pay the  u n fo rtu n a te  Mr. Judge s u b s ta n tia l  damages of 
£500. With the  moral and s p i r i tu a l  backing of th e  Reverend F rancis Close, such 
a tta c k s  ag a in st the  Berkeleys were even tua lly  to  reach th e i r  mark. In th is  
resp ec t, the  emergence of a s tro n g  Tory challenge to  the Berkeleys in the  1840s 
owes something, a t le a s t ,  to  i t s  predominance in th e  loca l p ress  w ith the  Journal, 
Chronicle (a f te r  1839) and The Looker-on a l l  supporting  the Tory cause.
D espite the lack of any p a r tic u la r ly  la rg e  or im portant arch ive co llec tion , 
th e re  e x is ts  s u f f ic ie n tly  varied  local m ateria l, such as newspapers, guide books,
d ire c to r ie s , d ia rie s , p o ll books and e lec tio n  p e titio n s , to  make a study  of
Cheltenham, of the kind suggested  by P ro fesso r Gash, both p ossib le  and rewarding, 
not only in paroch ia l term s but in helping to  analyse the e f f e c ts  of the  1832
Reform Act more genera lly  on the p o l i t ic a l  nation.
L astly  and not le a s t ,  as w ell as a p o l i t ic a l  study, the  h is to ry  of
Cheltenham in the years a f te r  the  passing  o f the  Great Reform Act has a lso  i t s  
human side , as suggested  by the Cheltenham C h a rtis t, W.E. Adams, one who had no 
cause to  admire the  Berkeleys:
'The s to ry  of the  Berkeley family, in te re s t in g  as a romance o f the  
peerage, is  not w ithout in te re s t  a lso  as exem plifying the  enormous p o l i t ic a l
in fluence which t e r r i t o r i a l  nobles, no tw ithstand ing  the scandal of th e ir  p r iv a te  
liv es , exerc ised  in England even a f te r  the Reform B ill of 1832'.
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CHAPTER c m
CHELTENHAM AND THE 1832 REFORM ACT
In h is  re c o lle c tio n s  th e  Hon. Grant ley  Berkeley reco rds how th e  ce leb ra ted  
physician, Dr. Jenner, described  how he found th e  l i t t l e  town o f Cheltenham %dien 
he f i r s t  began h is  p ra c tic e  th e re  In 1795:
*lt co n sis ted  o f one s t r e e t ;  and th e  b rig h t l i t t l e  tro u t-s tre a m , th e  
Chelty whence th e  town takes  i t s  name* meandered ac ro ss  th e  road, 
g l i t te r in g  in  th e  sun, and haunted by th e  em erald-hued k in g fish e r, 
lo s t  i t s e l f  in  bosky wilds*. ’
The beginning o f th e  n in e teen th  cen tury , however, saw a  dram atic  in c rease  
in  th e  grow th and im portance o f  th e  Spa. W ithin th e  th i r ty  y ears , 1801-1831, i t s  
population  ro se  by an e ig h t- fo ld  r a t io  to  over 24,000 in h a b itan ts . * Grant ley  
Berkeley w ritin g  in 1865 con tinues h is  d e sc rip tio n  by say ing  th a t  by then  
•k ingfisher, t ro u t ,  and g l i t te r in g  pebbly s tra n d  a lik e  a re  gone; th e  t ro u t  stream  
has become a d ra in  and th e  r u r a l  sw eetness has g iven p lace to  th e  f i l t h  c rea ted  
by a la rg e  population*. ®
P art o f th e  reason  fo r Cheltenham*s r i s e  in  p o p u la rity  were th e  ro y a l v i s i t s  
th e re  by King George 111 and Queen C h arlo tte  during  1788. That y ear th e  Morning 
Post rep o rted  th a t  *the Cheltenham cap, th e  Cheltenham bonnet, th e  Cheltenham 
b u tto n s  -  a l l  th e  fash ions a re  com pletely Cheltenhamised*. ^ Cheltenham had 
Œ itered a  period  o f so c ia l  b r il l ia n c e  w ith  some 200 eminent v is i to r s  a  year by 
1800. With i t s  700 lodging houses fu l l ,  b a l ls  and con ce rts  crowded and i t s  
churches crammed, th e re  was concern th a t  th e  town lacked s u ita b le  accommodation
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o f th e  sc a le  now requ ired .
The beginning o f th e  n in e teen th  cen tu ry  a lso  saw th e  s t a r t  o f an ex tensive  
bu ild ing  programme. In p a r t ic u la r  th e se  y ears  w itnessed  th e  development o f 
P i t t  v i l le  -  an a rea  to  th e  n o rth  o f th e  town o f fash ionab le mansions and e legan t 
suburbs b u il t  by Jo se f^  P i t t  on land rece ived  under th e  Inc lo su re  Acts. Elsewhere 
th e  Lansdown and M ontpellier e s ta te s  were developed by Pearson Thompson on land 
bought by h is  fa th e r . Such was th e  sc a le  o f th e  bu ild ing  o f new Cheltenham th a t 
in  1831, out o f a  to t a l  o f 4,013 inhab ited  houses, 1,939 were a sse sse d  a t  between 
£10 and £20, w h ilst a fu r th e r  1,225 were a sse sse d  a t £20 and upwards, leaving 
only 849 houses o f th e  poorer c la ss . ®
Cheltenham's development was not haphazard, fo r  s in ce  an Act o f 1786 the  
Spa had a s tro n g  lo c a l government in  th e  form o f f i f ty -e ig h t  com missioners, 
whose e f f o r t s  shaped th e  growth of th e  new town. I t s  ranks included lo c a l men o f 
d is tin c tio n  such a s  Dr. Thomas Newell (a founder member o f th e  C onservative True 
Blue Club); Dr. Boisragon (physician to  th e  King and a frien d  o f Byron) and James 
Agg Gardner (C onservative M.P. in  1841 and th e  tow n's leading  brewer). D espite 
in e v ita b le  p o l i t ic a l  r iv a l r ie s ,  th e  com missioners supported  v igorous g en era l town 
improvement schemes. Wide pavements and 120 s t r e e t  lamps were among i t s  f i r s t  
p ro jec ts . A town Surveyor w ith a s a la ry  o f £10 and two scavengers were 
appointed, whose job i t  was to  keep the  s t r e e t s  clean. In 1818 a  p r iv a te  gas 
company was formed and in  1822 work was s ta r te d  on a  town sew er. ® D espite 
th e i r  tim id ity  to  spend money on occasions, i t  i s  a  testim ony to  th e  work o f th e  
commissioners th a t  th e re  were no v is i ta t io n s  o f cho lera  in  th e  town during  th e  
n in e teen th  century , and th a t unlike many o th e r  expanding towns no la rg e  slum s 
appeared.
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However, i t  would be wrong to  su g g es t th a t  Cheltenham was a l to g e th e r  f re e  
o f th e  public  h ea lth  problems which in f l ic te d  many o f B r ita in 's  towns in  th e  
f i r s t  h a lf  o f th e  n in e teen th  century . In 1848 th e  Commissioners ca lled  fo r  a  
government inqu iry  in to  th e  s t a t e  o f th e  town. This inqu iry  was headed by 
Edward Cresy. (^esy  was c r i t i c a l  o f both th e  sew ers and w ater supply, both s t i l l  
in  p r iv a te  hands. He p a r tic u la r ly  poin ted  to  th e  poorer a re a s  o f th e  town which 
were no t w ell c leansed  and o fte n  harboured unhealthy, in sa n ita ry  conditions. In 
th i s  re sp ec t he was ab le  to  po in t to  a high in fa n t m o rta lity  r a te  and epidem ics 
o f s c a r le t  fever. The re p o rt d id  not meet w ith th e  com m issioners' f u l l  approval, 
but d e sp ite  i n i t i a l  opposition , th e  town accepted  C resy 's conclusicxi th a t i t  
should s e t  up i t s  own lo c a l Board o f Health.
Although much o f th e  cause o f Cheltenham 's expansion was an in flu x  o f 
w ealthy re s id e n ts  a t t r a c te d  th e re  by th e  Spa w aters , i t  was a lso  due to  a  grow th 
in  se rv ic e  in d u s tr ie s  providing fo r th e se  w ealthy v is i to r s .  From th e  1841 l i s t  o f 
e le c to rs  we le a m  th a t th e  p ro fe ss io n a l c la s s e s  were rep resen ted  by a rc h i te c ts  
(2); clergymen (8 Anglicans and 3 non-conform ists); gentlem en (150); physicians 
(11): s o l ic i to r s  (28); su rgeons (18) and a g re a t many m ilita ry  and naval o f f ic e rs  
(33). Amongst th e  town's tradesm en, i t  i s  those  in  the  se rv ic e  in d u s tr ie s  who 
c le a rly  dominate: bakers (37); beer s e l l e r s  and inn keepers (48); boot and shoe­
makers (51) b rick  lay e rs , b u ild e rs  and masons (98); cab inet makers and c a rp e n te rs  
(122); d rap e rs  and ta i lo r s  (93); gard en ers  (45); p la s te re r s ,  plum bers and 
d eco ra to rs  (59); and la s t ly  those  connected w ith coaches, s ta b le s  and rid in g  
schools (80). However, w ith th e  exception o f  th e  tow n's brew eries, th e re  was very 
l i t t l e  in  term s o f lo c a l in d u stry  to  provide employment fo r  th e  labouring  
c la sse s , and one must assume th a t most o f  th e  tow n's poorer popula tion  found
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employment e i th e r  in  dom estic se rv ice  o r w ith in  th e  build ing  tra d e  both  o f which 
were b en e fitin g  from th e  tow n's considerab le  growth.
However, Cheltenham 's most g la rin g  om ission by 1830 was i t s  lack  o f an M.P.,
d e sp ite  having a popula tion  o f 23,000. That Cheltenham was w ithout an M.P. i s
only p a r tly  explained in  an e d i to r ia l  th a t  appeared In th e  Cheltenhom Journal:
' I t  i s  a  m a tte r  o f h is to r ic a l  reco rd  th a t  up to  th e  re ig n  o f 
E lizabeth , Cheltenham se n t re p re se n ta tiv e s  to  th e  Grand Council o f 
th e  Nation; and i t  appeared th a t  in  rep ly  to  a w rit o f quo w arran to  
issued  fo r  th e  purpose o f a sc e r ta in in g  th e  cause from which such a 
p riv ileg e  was su ffe re d  to  lap se  in to  d isu se , th e  re tu rn in g  o f f ic e r  -  
who was an an ce sto r o f the  Norwood fam ily o f Leckhamptcxi, s ta te d  "in 
co nsidera tion  o f c e r ta in  se rv ic e s  vdiich he had rendered  to  Queen 
E lizabeth , h e r m ajesty had been g rac io u sly  p leased  to  exonera te  him
from th e  tro u b le  and burden o f re tu rn in g  th e  sa id  member to  
Parliam ent". ' ®
By 1830, th e  in e q u a lit ie s  in  th e  system  o f parliam Œ itary re p re se n ta tio n  were 
p a te n tly  absurd, w ith Tewkesbury and C iren ces te r both having two M.P.S and a 
population  o f 5,000 each, and Cheltenham w ith  over fou r tim es th e i r  popu la tions 
w ith  no M.P. ® Consequently th e  news o f 'Lord Brougham's Reform B ill ' caused much 
excitem ent in  th e  town:
'This p lace i s  in a b u s tle  owing to  th e  Reform B ill being brought in  
Parliam ent, a s  Q ieltenham w ill be among those  towns re tu rn in g  a  new 
member to  P arliam ent'.
Although Cheltenham was happily  f re e  from th e  r io t in g  which elsew here 
accompanied th e  campaign fo r  reform , i t  was very much involved in  th e  nationw ide
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s tru g g le  fo r  th e  Reform B ill to  become law. In November 1830, a s  a  response to  a 
c irc u la r  from Lord Melbourne, th e  new Home S ecre ta ry , a public m eeting was ca lled  
a t  th e  Assembly Rooms to  d iscu ss  how th e  a u th o r i t ie s  might d ea l w ith  th e  th re a t 
o f r i o t s  and incendiarism . The m eeting was chaired  by S ir  William Hicks, a leading 
m a g is tra te , and th e  Rev. Newell, Major Payn, Rev. Close and C aptain Gray a l l  spoke. 
Three re so lu tio n s  were passed, namely th a t  seven hundred persons were to  be 
en ro lled  a s  sp e c ia l co nstab les , th a t one hundred men were to  form a  mounted 
a sso c ia tio n  and th a t  f iv e  hundred pounds was to  be ra is e d  by a  su b sc rip tio n  to  
meet th e  expense o f th e  former. However, d e sp ite  th e  r io t s  o f B r is to l and 
d is tu rb an ces  in  nearby B urford and N ortbleach, th e  m eeting had th e  s a t is f a c t io n  
to  be ab le  to  dec la re  th a t 'th e  g en era l conduct o f th e  In h ab itan ts  o f th is  town 
and d i s t r i c t  has, so  f a r  as  th e i r  experience goes, been h ith e r to  lo y a l and 
peaceable '. "
D espite Cheltenham 's l ib e ra l  sym pathies (su rv iv ing  p o ll books o f th e  
e ig h teen th  century  in d ica te  th a t  th e  m ajority  o f freeh o ld e rs  e n t i t le d  to  vo te  fo r 
th e  county members were Whigs), i t  was th e  T ories who o rgan ised  them selves f i r s t  
in  opposition  to  th e  Reform B ill. A True Blue Club was formed in  Cheltenham in  
1830 along th e  lin e s  o f th a t formed in  G loucester in  1788. On 12 February 1831, 
G loucester T ories met a t  th e  B ell h o te l under th e  presidency o f R.W. Johnson to  
h ear a  speech by Robert Bransby Cooper, chairman o f th e  Cheltenham Board o f
Health. Mr. Cooper ta lk ed  about;
'a  p resen t c r i s i s  o f public a f f a i r s  when a rev o lu tio n a ry  s p i r i t  
appears to  be ex c ited  and fomented by a  more l ic e n tio u s  p re ss  
th a t th is  country  had w itnessed  s in ce  th e  form er French R evolution '. 
But, perhaps w ith an eye to  the  s tre n g th  o f lo c a l fee lin g s , he continued th a t
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although not an enemy o f reform  he wanted a  reform  to  be 'id e n t if ie d  w ith 
improvement not merely a  th e o re tic a l and sp ecu la tiv e  change but a  p ra c t ic a l  
good'. O ther speakers  a t  th e  meeting were more d ire c t in  th e i r  condemnation o f 
th e  Reform B ill, hoping th a t  'th e  lo y a l and ra t io n a l  sen tim en ts  o f th e  middle 
c la ss e s  in  th e  country  would prove an e f f e c tu a l  b a r r ie r  to  th e  p ro g ress  of 
innovation and rev o lu tio n '. One speaker, a  Mr. Goodrich, d ism issed  th e  proposed 
vo te  by b a llo t a s  'an  un-E nglish  and u n c o n s titu tio n a l mode o f ex e rc is in g  th e  
e le c tiv e  fran ch ise '. Also p resen t a t  th e  m eeting were Lord G ranv ille  Som erset, Mrs 
P it t ,  a  'descendant by m arriage ' o f the  form er Prime M inister, and Mr Trye, one of 
the  Tory cand idates fo r  Cheltenham in th e  1831 canvass.
The following year a t  a meeting in the  Y earsley Hotel, th e  Qieltenham 
C onservative Club was formed 'upon th e  p rin c ip le s  o f conserving p roperty '. I t s  
members included S ir  William Hicks, Dr. Newell, Robert Bransby Cooper, th e  newly 
a rr iv e d  E arl o f Ellenborough (form er Lord Privy S eal in  th e  Duke o f W ellington 's 
m in istry ) and many o f th e  tow n's commissioners. Within th e  town, though, Tory 
opposition  was la rg e ly  s i le n t  w ith most new spapers g iven over to  support, a lb e it  
cau tious, fo r reform. However in May 1831 th e  Tory Cheltenham Journal proclaim ed 
i t s  f e a rs  th a t th e  g iv ing  o f an M.P. to  Cheltenham would:
'produce d isco rd  to  th e  t r a n q u i l l i ty  and harmony so  f a r  enjoyed by 
th is  favoured r e t r e a t  o f fashion...have tu rned  out to  have no 
foundation, th e  unanim ity o f fee lin g , th e  m oderate and q u ie t manner 
in  which p o l i t ic a l  a f f a i r s  have been conducted and th e  determ ined 
p rin c ip le  upon which th e  fr ien d s  o f Reform have reso lved  to  
preven t....every  encouragement to  r io t  upon th e  p a r t o f th e  lower 
c la sse s '. ' ^
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The e f f o r ts  o f Cheltenham 's L ib era ls  (as they  now ca lled  them selves) were 
cen tred  on th e ir ,  and th e  town's Patron, Lord Segrave, form erly Colwiel Berkeley, 
and on a  so c ie ty  founded in  May 1831 known a s  'th e  P a tr io t ic  A ssociation  fo r  the  
purpose o f ob ta in ing  a  fu ll ,  f a i r  and f re e  re p re se n ta tio n  o f th e  People in  the  
Common House o f Parliam ent'. Almost a s  a  n a tu ra l s tep , one o f th e  f i r s t  a c tio n s  
o f th e  new a sso c ia tio n  was to  e le c t Lord Segrave to  i t s  Presidency.
Colonel W. Berkeley (Lord Segrave) was one o f two men who dominated 
Cheltenham in  th i s  period, th e  o th e r being th e  tow n's incumbent m in is te r  th e  Rev. 
F rancis Close, who w ill be d iscussed  in d e ta i l  in  a l a te r  chap ter. Even before 
(^eltenham  gained i t s  M.P., th e  Berkeley fam ily had a  predominant in fluence in  th e  
parliam en tary  re p re se n ta tio n  o f G louceste rsh ire . William Berkeley had stood  
b r ie f ly  a s  member fo r  th e  county in  1810 befo re  re s ig n in g  th e  s e a t œi h is  
f a th e r 's  death  th a t  year. His claim to  h is  f a th e r 's  earldom was d ispu ted  on th e  
grounds th a t William was th e  f i r s t  o f th re e  sons bom  out o f wedlock and th a t  
More ton Berkeley, th e  fo u rth  son but bom  a f t e r  h is  p a re n t 's  m arriage, was th e  
r ig h t fu l  h e ir. A committee o f th e  House o f Lords d id  not s u s ta in  h is  claim, but 
William remained head o f the  fam ily and owner o f Berkeley C astle . In 1831 he 
became Lord Segrave and in  1841 he was c rea ted  E arl F itzhard inge and served  th e  
county a s  Lord L ieu tenan t. G ranville  Berkeley, a  b ro th e r w ith  whom he argued, 
claimed th a t th e  Whig government had made William an E arl in  r e tu m  fo r  h is  
s e rv ic e s  in  re tu m in g  fo u r M.P.s o f L ib era l opinions in  G lo u ces te rsh ire  
co n stitu en c ies .
Before th e  c re a tio n  o f Cheltenham a s  a borough w ith  one M.P., Berkeley 
b ro th e rs  s a t  a s  M.P.s fo r  G loucester, B r is to l and West G louceste rsh ire . D espite 
h is  re p u ta tio n  as  a  sp o rtin g  l ib e r t in e  and s o c ia l rake (mainly fo s te re d  by th e
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Tory P ress), Lord Segrave was p o rtrayed  by h is  su p p o rte rs  a s  an educated  man, an 
ab le  pub lic  speaker and cwie who was deeply in te re s te d  in  p o l i t ic s  and s in c e re ly  
concerned in  promoting parliam entary  reform . His co n trib u tio n  to  th e  am en ities  o f 
th e  borough has been measured la rg e ly  by h is  patronage o f th e  tow n's th e a tre , 
hun ting  and th e  race s  which every  year a t t r a c te d  thousands o f v is i to r s .  Grant ley  
Berkeley w rites :
'When I  came th e re , I  found Colonel Berkeley regarded  alm ost a s  a  
lo c a l d e ity , whose word was law; and h is  sp lendid  estab lishm en t o f 
hounds and horses, w ith which to  hunt th e  Cotswold H ills , were 
looked on, a s  they  deserved to  be, a s  a  godsend to  th e  town, th a t 
gave a  pow erful im pulse to  m ercan tile  in te r e s ts  o f every 
d esc rip t ion.... A ll d inner p a r t ie s  were fixed  according to  h is  
convenience fo r  acceptance; a l l  b a l ls  were deemed a  f a i lu r e  u n le ss  he 
came.... in  sh o rt, in  th e  popular sense  he was th e  co lo ssus th a t 
b estrode  th a t  l i t t l e  world'.
The f i r s t  h in ts  o f reform  a lso  saw a c t iv i ty  o f ano ther kind in  Cheltenham: 
namely th e  (in some peop le 's  view, unseemly) e a r ly  canvass fo r  a  p o ssib le  
forthcom ing e lec tio n . As ea rly  as  th e  sp rin g  o f 1831, a  number o f  cand ida tes  
o ffe red  th e i r  se rv ic e s  to  th e  p o te n tia l  v o te rs  o f Cheltenham through th e  pages 
o f i t s  lo c a l newspapers and through th e  postin g  o f  handb ills . A l e t t e r  by th e  
anonymous 'Q' in  th e  CheltŒihom Journal o f  14-th. March r e f e r s  to  an o r ig in a l 
l i s t  o f cand idates whereby he fe a rs  'th a t  we have a l l  cand ida tes  and no v o te rs '.  
A pub lic  m eeting had taken p lace on Wednesday 9 th . March when a number o f  th e  
cand ida tes  had addressed  th e  crowds. The most favoured cand idate  was Colonel 
B erkeley 's younger b ro th er, th e  Hon. Craven Berkeley, who up to  1831 had served
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In th e  L ife  Guards, reach ing  th e  rank o f Captain. The e d i to r  o f th e
Cbelt&iham Journal made th e  follow ing remark:
T he unassuming but manly appeal o f  th e  Hon. Craven Berkeley to  th e  
confidence o f  those  in  whom he hopes to  meet a s  h is  fu tu re  
c o n s titu e n ts  has c rea ted  a  s tro n g  sen sa tio n  in  h is  favour, which 
has s in ce  acquired , we might alm ost say, a  d ec isive  in fluence  from 
th e  blended t r ib u te  o f  in d iv id u a l esteem  and pub lic  g ra t i tu d e  to  so  
l ib e ra l  and t r u ly  valuab le  a  p a tro n  o f th i s  town, a s  Colonel Berkeley 
has long s in ce  proved*.
The charge th a t  Lord Segrave was m erely seeking  fam ily aggrandisem ent i s  
s l ig h t ly  lessened  by h is  o f f e r  to  s tan d  h is  b ro th e r  down on hearing  th a t Thomas 
Gray, a  revered  Cheltenham L iberal *of su p e r io r  claim s', might o f fe r  h im se lf a s  a 
candidate. In ad d itio n  Colonel Berkeley o ffe re d  to  g ive Gray h is  f u l l  support, a s  
'a  s a c r i f ic e  so  nobly and so  v o lu n ta rily  o ffe red  of personal in te r e s t  a t  th e  
sh rin e  o f public in te r e s t '.  Such was Gray's p o p u la rity  th a t h is  cand ida tu re  had 
been req u ested  by a  most re sp e c ta b le  number o f  in h ab itan t householders o f 
Cheltenham who were convinced th a t 'no man i s  b e t te r  q u a lif ie d  to  re p re se n t us 
in  th e  G reat Council o f th e  Nation'. However, Gray su ffe re d  from b lindness, and 
although f la t te r e d  by th e  in v ita t io n  to  s tan d  a s  Cheltenham 's cand idate , 
considered  th a t 'th e  p ra c t ic a l  inconvenience and d i f f i c u l t i e s ' he s u ffe re d  from, 
would in  h is  mind 'oppose th e  f a i th f u l  and e f f e c tu a l  perform ance o f th e  d u tie s  o f 
th e  t r u s t ,  which your members would d e leg a te  to  me'.
Another cand idate  who might have challenged Craven B erkeley 's cand ida tu re  
was John Gardner, owner o f a  la rg e  brewery in  th e  town and p a r tn e r  w ith Joseph 
P i t t  in th e  County o f  G loucester Bank. On hearin g  o f Craven B erkeley 's in te n tio n
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to  s tan d  a s  a cand idate  fo r  Cheltenham, Gardner, a  frien d  o f th e  fam ily, resigned  
h is  canvass when he considered  'how much th is  town is  indebted to  th e  l ib e r a l i ty  
o f a  d is tin g u ish ed  member o f th i s  fam ily ' and f e l t  th a t  i t  had 'a  s tro n g  claim  on 
our g ra ti tu d e '.  (See appendix A number 5).
Those cand ida tes  rem aining in  th e  canvass included Major Payn o f Rodney 
Lodge, a Whig d ism issed by th e  anonymous 'Q' in  th e  Cheltenham Journal a s  an 
o u ts id e r  (he had been form erly an a tto rn e y  in  Bericshire) and a  l ik e r  o f f ie ld  
sp o rts . Payn was u n fo rtu n a te  to  become involved in  a  q u a rre l between Craven 
Berkeley and th e  Rev. F rancis Close, which did h is  canvass no good w hatsoever. 
Gage John H all o f S ackvill S tre e t ,  London, o ffe red  h im self to  th e  v o te rs  a s  one 
who considered th e  Reform as  'e s s e n tia l ly  and im periously req u ire d  fo r  th e  due 
re p re se n ta tio n  o f your r ig h ts  and th e  honour and d ig n ity  o f th e  Crown'. However, 
im portant business had taken him away from Cheltenham a t  th e  tim e o f th e  
canvass, and he does not seem to  have fig u red  la rg e  in  th e  a c t iv i t i e s  o f those  
months.
Cheltenham's T ories, in th e  p resen t s p i r i t  o f  reform , could not a ffo rd  to  be 
too outspoken. One o f th e i r  number, now reconciled  to  reform , o ffe re d  h im self to  
th e  v o te rs ; Norwood Trye o f Leckhampton described  h im self a s  a m oderate Tory 
o ffe r in g  long resid en ce  in  th e  town, fam ily connections and a  p r iv a te  in te r e s t  in  
th e  tow n's p ro sp erity . As a m oderate Tory, Trye claimed to  support:
'th e  l ib e ra l  p rin c ip le s  which have advanced w ith  th e  course o f even ts  
so f a r  a s  they can sa fe ly  be app lied  e i th e r  to  th e  reform ing o r  th e  
rem odelling o f th e  c o n s titu tio n '.
Trye even tu a lly  r e t i r e d  from th e  canvass fo r, a s  'Q' s ta te d , 'd o u b tle ss  h is  
f r ie n d s  have advised him not to  e n te r  th e  co n te s t .
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The 1831 canvass was, in  th e  l ig h t  o f proceedings a t  W estm inster, an
ab o rtiv e  a f f a i r  and ended w ith a  number o f cand idates  thanking th e i r  su p p o rte rs
and claim ing th a t  had th e  p o ll been taken th e re  and then, they  would have been
re tu rned . However, th e  canvass did produce one moment o f lo c a l n o to r ie ty  th a t
was to  s e t  th e  scene fo r  much o f th e  d iv is io n  in  Cheltenham 's p o l i t ic a l  and 
s o c ia l l i f e .  The Rev. F rancis Close, who had been appointed incumbent o f th e  
p a rish  in  1826, was a  s tro n g  E vangelical who came to  d esp ise  th e  a c t iv i t i e s  o f 
th e  Berkeleys and th e i r  frien d s . His e a r ly  ta rg e ts  were th e  ra c e s  and th e  
gambling a ttach ed  to  them, and he re g u la r ly  denounced such a c t iv i t i e s  in  h is  
sermons. However, Close did not s to p  sh o rt o f re lig io u s  a c t iv i ty ,  but on the
grounds th a t 'th e  Bible is  Tory', en te red  th e  p o l i t ic a l  l i s t  and determ ined th a t 
Cheltenham should not f a l l  in to  the  hands o f Berkeley and th e  L iberals . On 
hearing  o f Craven B erkeley 's in te n tio n  to  s tan d  fo r  th e  borough. Close i s  claimed 
to  have ca lled  him 'an a th e is t  and a s c o f fe r  a t  re lig io n '. In r e tu m  Craven
B erkeley 's su p p o rte rs  denounced Close fo r  th i s  s lu r , and a correspondence between 
them was p rin ted  in  th e  Cheltenham Journal. C lose 's defence was th a t  he had not 
s a id  th e se  remarks but th a t they had been made to  him by someone o f s tand ing . 
Although he re fu sed  to  name th e  person, s tro n g  susp ic ion  f e l l  on Major Payn, 
ano ther candidate in  th e  canvass. The a f f a i r  d ied  down but not befo re  a  number 
o f l e t t e r s  had been w ritte n  in Craven B erkeley 's defence and th e  seeds o f fu tu re
b i t te rn e s s  had been sown.
The news th a t in  th e  e le c tio n s  o f May 1831 s ix  refo rm ers had been re tu rn e d  
ag a in s t only two a n ti- re fo rm e rs  fo r  G lo u ces te rsh ire  co n stitu en c ie s , gladdened th e  
h e a r ts  o f Cheltenham L iberals . Lord Grey now had a  m ajority  o f over 130 s e a ts  in  
Parliam ent and th e  Cheltenham Reform A ssociation  decided to  adjourn  i t s
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proceedings in  th e  f u l l  hope th a t th e  Reform B ill would soon become law. The 
Cheltenham Journal reported  in  Ju ly  th e  passing  o f th e  B ill th rough  th e  House of 
Commons; bu t th e  hopes o f re fo rm ers were soon f ru s tr a te d  by th e  B il l 's  d e fea t in 
th e  Lords during October. Although Cheltenham remained u n affec ted  by the  r io t s  
whic± followed, much v i t r io l  and b it te rn e s s  was aimed a t  th e  Duke o f  W ellington 
through th e  pages o f Cheltenham 's lo c a l l ib e r a l  p ress .
Parliam ent opened again  in  December and E a rl Grey p resen ted  th e  th ird  
Reform B ill to  th e  Commons; once again  i t  passed, th is  tim e w ith  a m ajority  o f 
162. The B ill was p resen ted  to  the  House o f Lords in  A pril 1832, but by May i t  
lay  am idst th e  t a t t e r s  o f wrecking amendments. On th e  re fu s a l  o f William IV to  
c re a te  f i f t y  new L ibera l peers. Lord Grey resigned . Cheltenham once again  jo ined 
th e  campaign fo r  th e  B ill to  become law by sending an add ress to  th e  King.
Colonel B erkeley 's ro le  in  th e  campaign fo r  th e  re p re se n ta tio n  o f Cheltenham 
led  to  some fe a rs  th a t a pocket borough was being crea ted , and th a t  B erkeley 's 
concern was p rim arily  th a t o f fam ily aggrandisem ent and o f s e l f - in t e r e s t  r a th e r  
than th e  promotion o f th e  tow n's in te re s ts .  Such a  view might be borne out i f  
were i t  not fo r  th e  re sp ec t and genuine lo y a lty  shown to  him by h is  own 
su p p o rte rs  and Cheltenham L ibera ls  in  genera l. When he o ffe re d  h is  se rv ic e s  to , 
and became P residen t o f th e  more form al and newly c rea ted  Cheltenham Loyal and 
P a tr io tic  A ssociation, Thomas Gray reso lved  th a t  the;
'warm and co rd ia l thanks o f th e  m eeting be given to  Lord Segrave 
....fo r  th e  thoroughness and zea l w ith which he has upon th is  a s  upon 
every o th e r occasion come forw ard to  promote th e  cause o f reform  and 
o f c iv il  and re lig io u s  l ib e r t ie s .
The A ssociation came in to  being in  May 1832 a f te r  th e  Lords had wrecked
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th e  Second Reform B ill and Lord Grey had resigned . I t  was a lso  formed in
consequence 'o f  th e  ex trao rd in a ry  d isp lay  o f zea l a t  th is  tim e ex h ib ited  by th e
a n ti-re fo rm  P arty ' in  th e  estab lishm en t o f C onservative Clubs in  G loucester and 
Cheltenham, and o f  ' th e i r  continued a c tiv e  ex e rtio n s  to  extend th e i r  p o l i t ic a l  
unicxis throughout th e  county '. At i t s  f i r s t  m eeting th e  Committee reso lved  to  
allow  a l l  re s id e n ts  and v is i to r s  to  th e  county to  be e l ig ib le  fo r  membership and 
fu rtherm ore to  w rite  l e t t e r s  to  lo c a l nobles and g en try  in v itin g  them to  become 
members. E lec tions  fo r  membership needed to  be approved by th re e -q u a r te r s  o f th e
g en era l committee, and once e lec te d  th e  new member was req u ired  to  s ig n  a book
of enrolm ent and to  c o n trib u te  2 /6d  to  th e  funds. O ffice rs  were to  be ap>art from 
Lord Segrave a s  p res id en t, two v ice p re s id e n ts , Thomas Gray and Colonel Olney, a  
tre a su re r , Thomas Henney, and a se c re ta ry , J. Winterbotham, s o l ic i to r .  L e t te rs  from 
those  wishing to  jo in  th e  A ssociation  were rece ived  from Craven Berkeley, Lords 
Ducie and Dunalley, Lord Sherborne, Mr. Walker (mayor o f G loucester), S ir  Berkeley 
Guise M.P., William H yett and many o th e rs . By th e  middle o f May th o se  s i t t in g  on
th e  Committee alone reached fo r ty -f iv e , w ith  more re q u e s ts  fo r  membership s t i l l
being received. A pub lic  m eeting was ca lled  fo r  on Monday 14th May a t  Mr. 
B a rn e tt 's  r id in g  school (fo r  th e  use of which he rece ived  two guineas).
At th e  m eeting i t  was reso lved  to  send an add ress  to  th e  King to  thank him
fo r  d isso lv in g  Parliam ent a f t e r  th e  re je c tio n  o f th e  B ill and to  make him aware 
o f th e  s tre n g th  o f fee lin g  fo r  reform  when d ioosing  h is  new m in is te rs . In 
add ition , a  p e ti t io n  was drawn up to  be p resen ted  by S ir  Berkeley Guise M.P. to  
th e  House o f Commons, con ta in ing  some 3,787 s ig n a tu re s , and l a t e r  a p e t i t io n  was 
se n t to  th e  House o f Lords not to  re je c t th e  B ill a  second tim e. The l a t t e r  o f 
th e se  co llec ted  over 5,000 s ig n a tu re s . Lord Segrave, a t  th a t  tim e su ffe r in g  from
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gout and rheumatism, was asked to  p resen t th e  add ress to  th e  King personally , 
and l e t t e r s  between th e  Lord and th e  Committee r e f le c t  th e  c lo se  cooperation 
th a t  e x is te d  between th e  two. Much o f th e  rem aining busin ess  o f th e  committee 
co n sis ted  o f th e  vo ting  in  o f new members and th e  appointm ent o f  sub-commit te e s  
to  carry  out such ta sk s  a s  paying b i l l s  incu rred  fo r  th e  use  o f 4, C larence 
S tre e t ,  and fo r  in s e r t in g  ad v ertisem en ts  pub lish ing  i t s  re so lu tio n s  in  th e  l ib e ra l  
Oieltenham Cbrxmicle and th e  G loucester Journal.
Through th is  popular p re ssu re  and th e  in a b ili ty  o f W ellington and 
re lu c tan ce  o f Peel to  form a m in istry , opposition  co llapsed  and th e  B ill became 
law in  June, w ith a la rg e  number o f Tory p eers  absen ting  them selves on th e  day 
o f i t s  passage through th e  Upper House. In i t s  e d i to r ia l  o f June 11th, even th e  
Tory Chelt&jham Journal announced to  i t s  re a d e rs  th a t:
'th e  days o f patronage and pensions a re  numbered w ith  th e  p as t. 
S inecures must henceforth  belong to  h is to ry ; they can form no p a r t 
o f the  new system '.
Plans were drawn up to  c e leb ra te  th e  passing  o f th e  Act, w ith  th e  Reform 
A ssociation  ca llin g  a pub lic  meeting. This m eeting took p lace a t  th e  York H otel 
in  August and planned fo r illu m in a tio n s  and a d inner to  be held  on Friday 10th 
August. Some in th e  borough, perhaps conscious o f th e  recen t r io t s  in  B ris to l, 
were anxious th a t such an occasion would be an o p po rtun ity  fo r  pub lic  d iso rd er. 
O thers such a s  th e  Rev. F rancis Close f e l t  th a t  a more re le v an t g e s tu re  would be 
a co lle c tio n  and d is tr ib u tio n  o f c h a rity  to  th e  tow n's poor. The e d i to r ia l  o f  th e  
Cheltenham Journal o f August 13th s tru c k  a no te  o f compromise by announcing 
th a t:
'where a p roper re sp ec t to  th e  laws is  observed and good humour
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p rev a ils  nothing can be more e x h ila ra tin g  than th e  s ig h t o f 
b e a u tifu l b u ild in g s lik e  those  o f Cheltenham d re s t up in  a 
blaze of light*.
D espite th e  fe a r s  and m isgivings o f Lord Ellenborough (see Appendix D), 
Cheltenham once aga in  behaved i t s e l f  w ith  good o rd er and d ig n ity  and th e  
c e leb ra tio n s  were among th e  f in e s t  ever seen  in  th e  borough th a t  century . I t s  
houses and h o te ls  were decora ted  w ith s ta r s ,  crowns, tra n sp a re n c ie s  and b u s ts  o f 
William IV and Lord Grey. Mr. B ayliss, a salesm an, had a transparency  announcing 
'England's King and England's Glory', w h ils t Mr. Knapp d isp layed  one s ta t in g  'The 
rew ard o f the  F a ith fu l. R ussell and Reform'. Dr. B oisragon's house in  th e  Royal 
Crescent d isp layed  in  la rg e  l e t t e r s  th e  in sc r ip tio n  'Magna C arta  1215 -  Maxima 
C arta 1832 e s to  perpe tuo ', w h ils t Mr. E. Raven showed a  boxing match between a 
'bloody' Duke o f W ellington and Lord Grey looking trium phant and William IV 
ca llin g  time.
Elsewhere, in  th e  Sussex Arms inn a hundred members o f th e  poor were given 
a  d inner o f ro a s t beef and plum-pudding and l ib e ra l  allow ances o f beer paid fo r  
by John Halt on, a lo c a l bu ilder. The follow ing Sunday one hundred tradesm en s a t  
down to  an ex ce llen t d inner in  th e  Sydney Arms in  P i t t  v i l le  in  honour o f th e  
B ill, a sheep was ro a s te d  a t  Mr. L a it 's  o f Newmarket S tre e t ,  and an ox in  C harlton 
Kings. A more form al occasion took place a t  th e  York H otel on 27 th  o f September, 
when a t  a  d inner a tten d ed  by Lord Segrave and lead ing  refo rm ers, Thomas Gray was 
p resen ted  w ith a  superb  se rv ic e  o f p la te  Inscribed  to  'th e  en ligh tened  prom oter 
o f  every  lo c a l improvement and th e  in tre p id  and unw earied advocate o f 
P arliam entary  Reform and C iv il and R elig ious L ib e r tie s '.  Even befo re  th e se  
ce le b ra tio n s  had died down, Cheltenham tu rn ed  i t s  a t te n tio n  again  to  e le c tin g  i t s
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f i r s t  re p re se n ta tiv e  under th e  term s o f  new Act.
Even now, however, th in g s  did not go q u ite  as  smoothly a s  th e  reform ers
might have hoped a s  Lord Ellenborough a ttem pted  to  b ring  forw ard an amendment 
w hidi would have had th e  e f fe c t  o f excluding Cheltenham from th e  franch ise . Once 
again  Lord Segrave earned  th e i r  g ra t i tu d e  by championing th e  cause o f th e  town 
in  th e  House o f Lords by p o in tin g  out th a t  i t  was e n t i t le d  to  re p re se n ta tio n
both  fo r  th e  in c rease  in  i t s  w ealth  and population  and fo r  th e  ta x e s  i t  paid to
th e  S ta te . Such was h is  success  th a t th e  Lords fa ile d  even to  d iv ide on th e
proposed amendment. Consequently by th e  1832 Act, Cheltenham became one o f 
tw enty-one 'schedule D' parliam en tary  boroughs, w ith  th e  r ig h t to  send one member 
to  Parliam ent and an e le c to ra te  o f 919 v o te rs .
Even before th e  B ill had rece ived  i t s  ro y a l a ssen t. Craven Berkeley was 
canvassing th e  v o te rs . His add ress o f June had declared  h is  'firm  attachm ent to  
th e  sacred  p rin c ip le s  o f c iv il  and re lig io u s  l ib e r ty ' and h is  'd e te rm ination  to  
support a l l  su d i m easures o f retrenchm ent and economy a s  may be co n s is te n t w ith
th e  m aintenance o f pub lic  f a i th  and pub lic  se rv ic e '. A committee room a t 6, The
Colonnade, was s e t  up w ith a committee o f fo r ty - f iv e , including  men such as
Thomas Gray, Colonel Olney, Thomas Henney and John Fosbroke M.D. By now not only
was Craven Berkeley th e  only L ib era l in  th e  running, but a s  ye t th e  only
candidate  in  th e  poll. Once again, re fe ren c e  was made to  h is  fam ily connections 
a s  h is  prime q u a lif ic a tio n  fo r  rep re sen tin g  th e  borough:
'The p rin c ip le s  o f th e  ancien t and noble fam ily from which he i s  
immediately descended, have been too  long known, too  sev e re ly  
t r ie d  and too  honourably proved to  leave a  doubt upon any candid
mind o f th e  l ib e r a l i ty  o f those  p o l i t ic a l  sen tim en ts  which anim ate
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every number o f th e  House o f Berkeley*.
Craven Berkeley concluded h is  canvass by th e  end o f June and claimed to  
have rece ived  th e  prom ises o f th e  v a s t m ajority  o f Cheltenham's v o te rs .
With th e  new le g is la t io n  th e re  was a lso  th e  ta sk  o f re g is te r in g  th e  new 
v o te rs . On August 2nd, Thomas G r if f i th s , a  lo c a l s o l ic i to r ,  was appointed 
re tu m in g  o f f ic e r  fo r  th e  borough and throughout August, two London s o l ic i to r s ,  
Henry Egerton and Edward Gillam White, were req u ired  to  make c i r c u i ts  o f th e  
county re g is te r in g  new v o te rs . For th e  borough, lik e  th e  county, a l l  persons 
claim ing to  be v o te rs  had to  d e liv e r  th e i r  claim to  th e  o v e rsee rs  o f th e  parish , 
w ith a  fee  o f one sh ill in g . Between r e g is te r in g  th e i r  claim  and th e  g en era l 
e lec tio n , a l l  p a r t ie s  could co n test th e se  claim s and i t  was th e  job o f Egerton 
and White to  hold co u rts  in  th e  various p a rish es  and weigh up th e  r iv a l  claim s. 
Of some 846 claim ants, 332 ob jec tions were ra is e d  in  a l l .  In November, E gerton 
and White a rriv e d  a t  Cheltenham and opened th e i r  court a t  Sheldon's Hotel.
I n i t ia l ly  th e re  was some confusion over th o se  borough freeh o ld s  where th e  
p ro p e rtie s  were leased  out, but th e  fam ilie s ' own se rv a n ts  were re ta in e d  th e re  (a 
common p ra c tic e  in  fash ionab le Cheltenham). E ventually  th e se  were ru led  a s  a 
county fran ch ise  r a th e r  than  borough franch ise . Another a rea  o f doubt was a s  to  
w hether th e  pews in S t. James Church c o n s ti tu te d  a freeho ld  fo r  th e i r  owners. 
A fte r a few days co n su lta tio n . White and Egerton ru led  th a t  they  did not! 
O bjections to  borough v o te rs  amounted to  195 but were a l l  made by one gentlem an, 
m ostly on po in ts  o f  ta x es  and occupations. Only 68 o f those  lo s t  th e i r  r ig h t  to  
vote, most however on grounds o f non-attendance a t  th e  co u rts . The L ib era ls  
re jo iced  th a t so  few o f th e i r  v o te rs  had been ob jected  to , and in  an e le c tio n  
ad d ress  o f 14th November, Craven Berkeley announced th a t:
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T he re v is io n  o f th e  v o te rs  o f th i s  borough, being now completed, i t  
i s  w ith  in f in i te  p rid e  and s a t is f a c tio n ,  th a t I  r e f e r  to  th e  r e s u l t  
seeing  th a t i t  has produced an i r r e s i s t ib l e  m ajority  in  my favour.
I  cannot re f r a in  from tak ing  th e  p resen t occasion to  co n g ra tu la te  
you upon th e  com plete fa i lu re  o f th e  very  e x tra o rd in a ry  a ttem pt made 
to  d isq u a lify  so  la rg e  a number o f you whose claim s were a lto g e th e r  
unquestionable*.
The tow n's C onservatives were obviously dismayed. Such was Lord 
E llenborough's anger w ith  Cheltenham's L ib era ls  in genera l, and th e  e d i to r  o f th e  
Cheltenham Journal in  p a r tic u la r , th a t he i s  rep o rted  to  have pledged to  spend 
£2,000 to  'g e t revenge ' on th e  paper. L ater, Ellenborough p u b lica lly  re fu te d  th is  
charge, and so  d ism al were th e  T o ries ' hopes in 1832 th a t i t  i s  un likely  th a t 
even a sum o f th a t kind would have done them much good. However, fo r  th e  tim e 
being not a l l  was lo s t  and during November a c e r ta in  Mr. Ryder (a son o f  the  
E arl o f Harrowby) commenced h is  canvass. A ccusations im mediately came from th e  
L ibera ls  th a t v o tes pledged to  Berkeley were being lo s t  to  Tory b rib e s  o r the  
th re a t  o f force. The anonymous 'Vox Populi' a ttack e d  Ryder a s  'a  man no t known a t  
a l l '  and a s  someone who was a t  'th e  beck and c a l l  o f a Tory c lique  in  th e  same 
manner as  th e  se rv ic e  o f S laves may be conveyed w ith  an e s ta te '.  I t  then  ca lled  
on Cheltenham's v o te rs  to  'r e je c t  w ith  scorn  th e  s o l ic i ta t io n s  o f  a  man who can 
suppose you capable o f such degrading conduct a s  th a t he would have you to  
commit, to  secu re  to  him even th e  f a in te s t  glimmer o f hope'.
On a  more sp e c if ic  lev e l, Ryder was accused o f spending £1,500 in  b rib e s  to  
win over L iberal su p p o rte rs , and o f being in  cahoots w ith th e  Rev. F rancis Close. 
The l e t t e r 's  involvement w ith borough p o l i t ic s  had caused much d isg u s t and anger
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w ith th e  L ibera ls , a l l  th e  more so  when th e  sa id  clergyman t r ie d  to  deny th is  
involvement. C lose 's a ttem p ts  to  p revent th e  reb u ild in g  o f th e  T hea tre  Royal and 
to  c lo se  th e  Cheltenham race s  in  1827 had brought him in to  d ire c t c o n flic t w ith 
Lord Segrave and th e  Berkeleys. In h is  sermons he freq u en tly  a ttack ed  D issent and 
rad icalism  over a  wide range o f is su e s  and in  one sermon even claimed th a t  'th e  
Bible was Tory'. More so than p o li t ic s , re lig io n  was causing a  deep r i f t  in  th e  
fa b ric  o f th e  town.^®
In 1832 i t  was th e  Berkeleys and th e  L ib era ls  who held  th e  upper hand, but
th a t  hold was sh o r tly  to  be co n tested  and th e  g en era l mood o f th e  town would
even tua lly  s h if t ,  w ith  th e  support o f an emerging Tory p ress , to  be more in  
accord w ith th e  views o f Close. However, th a t  y ear C lose's support fo r  Ryder did 
them both more harm than good. An ad d ress  from 'a  p a rish io n e r ' drawn up in  
November, although 'recogn ising  those  r a re  examples o f hum ility  and C h ris tian  
c h a rity ' pointed  out th a t  C lose 's support fo r  Ryder was lay ing  him open to  the  
charges o f 'can t and hypocrisy '. He went on to  urge Close and th o se  'C le rica l
in tr ig u e rs ',  who had here  and elsew here in te r fe re d  to  preven t th e  r e tu m  of
Reform Candidates, th a t  'th ey  may a lso  find, perhaps, th a t  th e i r  good o f f ic e s  w ill 
be remembered, unquestionably  much to  th e  advantage o f th e  Church, in  a  reform ed 
Parliam ent'.
Close t r ie d  to  argue pu b lica lly  th a t he was only supporting  Ryder fo r  h is  
re lig io u s  p rin c ip le s  and th a t  he was not sim ply opposed to  Craven Berkeley fo r 
p ersonal reasons but fo r  h is  support o f re lig io u s  l ib e r t ie s ,  namely th e  removal 
o f d is a b i l i t ie s  placed on nonconform ists and even (suspected  Close) on c a th o lic s  
although  much rancour s t i l l  remained from h is  form er charge o f atheism . Such 
was th e  pub lic  concern w ith the  inc iden t, th a t  th e  Bishop o f G louceste r req u es ted
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h is  c lergy  'to  re f r a in  from plunging in to  th e  a g i ta t io n  o f p o l i t ic a l  ccm flic ts ' o r 
e ls e  they  would 'low er them selves in  th e  esteem  even o f tho se  whose cause they  
espouse; and among th a t  p a rt o f th e i r  flock  to  whom they a re  opposed they w ill 
c re a te  fee lin g s  o f d isg u s t and o ffence '. (See appendix A number 17).
A fter th re e  days o f canvass, Ryder issu ed  a  face -sav in g  ad d ress  in  which he 
argued th a t  he had rece ived  assu ran ces  from a  la rg e  p roportion  o f th e  
co nstituency  and th a t,  had many o f th e  v o te rs  not a lready  pledged them selves to  
Berkeley, he would have won th e  e lec tio n . He denied having spen t £1,500 on h is  
campaign and o f having ac ted  unscrupulously . His w ithdraw al from th e  co n te s t was 
because he was 'unw illing  to  prolong th e  excitem ent n e c e ssa rily  a tte n d a n t on an 
e lec tio n ee rin g  co n te s t '.
On 15th November, Craven Berkeley made h is  en try  in to  Cheltenham. Not 
planned a s  a  grand occasion, i t  became a  spontaneous o u tb u rs t o f jo y fu l support 
on th e  p a r t o f th e  townspeople o f Cheltenham fo r  th e i r  p o te n tia l  member. As news 
o f h is  a r r iv a l  sp read  around he was 'h a iled  a s  he passed through th e  s t r e e t s  
w ith loud cheers by nearly  a l l  our population  who crowded th e  s t r e e t s  although 
th e  w eather was by no means favourab le '. The Cheltenham Chronicle w rote th a t  
'an immense concourse o f people w ith music, f la g s  and flambeaux assem bled in  the  
London Road long befo re  th e  tim e appointed fo r  th e  a r r iv a l  o f th e  coach' When 
th e  coadi did a rr iv e , Berkeley was persuaded by h is  su p p o rte rs  to  make an 
e le c tio n  address to  th e  dense crowd assem bled a t  th e  Plough Inn. He was ab le  to  
t e l l  them th a t  some 690 o f a to t a l  900 v o te rs  had given him th e i r  support and 
had remained lo y a l d e sp ite  Tory a ttem p ts  to  win them over.
By now Craven B erkeley 's e le c tio n  was a  c e r ta in ty  and th e  Oieltenham  
Journal w rote th a t  through ea rly  December th e  tow n's s o c ia l l i f e  and g a ie ty  went
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on a s  u su a l and th e  canvass passed  alm ost unnoticed. In W estm inster th a t  month, 
Parliam ent was d isso lved  and everywhere p rep a ra tio n s  were being made fo r  th e  new 
e lec tio n s .
In Cheltenham th e  e le c tio n  i t s e l f  took p lace on Monday 10th December a t  
B a rn e tt 's  r id in g  sd io o l, a p lace capable o f con tain ing  se v e ra l thousand persons.®^ 
P resid ing  over th e  proceedings were Thomas G r if f i th s , th e  re tu m in g  o ff ic e r , and 
Mr. R ussell, th e  d i ie f  o f police. Craven Berkeley and h is  su p p o rte rs  f i r s t  met a t  
Sheldon's York—Hotel,—before  they  m ardied w ith  banners and music to  th e  rid in g  
school. On th e ir  a r r iv a l,  th e  re tu m in g  o f f ic e r  addressed  th e  townsmen, asked fo r  
good order, read  th e  B ribery Act and req u ested  th e  nomination o f  any candidates. 
Thomas Gray ro se  and made h is  nom ination o f Craven Berkeley. Once again  th e  
L ibera ls  co n g ra tu la ted  th e i r  v o te rs  fo r having 'v ir tu o u s ly  r e s is te d  tem p ta tion  
and in tim idation , and th a t  undismayed by th e  combined o ffen s iv e  o p e ra tio n s  o f the  
new Conservative and Holy A lliance, they have remained tru e  to  th e i r  p o l i t ic a l  
p rin c ip les , tru e  to  th e i r  love o f en ligh tened  freedom and tru e  to  th e i r
prom ises'.
Gray, a t some leng th , d e a lt w ith th e  ob jec tio n s  made by opponents to  
B erkeley 's lack o f a  d e ta ile d  policy, h is  you th fu lness, h is  a r i s to c r a t ic  
connections and th e  fa c t th a t th re e  o f h is  b ro th e rs  were a lread y  s i t t i n g  in  
Parliam ent. Gray spoke w ith much persuasion  and h is  speech was punctuated  w ith 
many loud cheers. Thomas Henney followed Gray in  seconding B erkeley 's cand idatu re  
and f in a lly  Berkeley h im self spoke. Although avoiding any sta tem en t on d e f in i te  
is su e s , such a s  th e  Com Laws o r th e  currency question , Berkeley pledged h im self 
to  be a thorough reform er, gentlem an and tru e  fr ien d  o f th e  'L ib e r tie s  o f th e  
People' and a lso  to  pursue a policy  o f re s to r in g  form er p ro sp e r ity  by s h if t in g
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th e  burdens o f tax  to  th o se  who could b es t bear them, and o f s teady , p ra c t ic a l 
reform  o f a l l  abuses in  Church and S ta te .
I t  was then asked i f  any candidate wished to  oppose Berkeley, and a s  no-one 
came forw ard he was proclaim ed 'duly  re tu rn e d  a s  a  Burgess to  rep re sen t th e  
borough o f Cheltenham in  th e  House o f Commons'. A fte r speeches o f thanks, th re e  
loud cJieers were given fo r  Reform and Craven Berkeley and th re e  g roans fo r  th e  
T ories!
The follow ing day Berkeley was <±iaired through th e  town in  a  'superb  
ca rr ia g e  pulled  by s ix  b e a u tifu l ho rses  decora ted  w ith la u re ls , orange and green 
drapery  and banners*. The p rocession  was accompanied by a band o f m usicians and 
made i t s  way to  th e  Plough Inn having tra v e lle d  along most o f th e  p rin c ip a l 
s t r e e t s .  Rachel Whinyates w rote in  h er d iary ;
'A member fo r  Cheltenham i s  d iosen  today. The whigs have p revailed ;
Lord Segrave 's heavy purse  has a t t r a c te d  th e  tradespeop le . This day 
was th e  chairing . The Hon. Craven Berkeley s a t  embowered in  la u re l.
The v o te rs  and tradespeop le  walked fo u r ab rea s t in  fro n t. Two f la g s  
o f England went before, w ith those  o f 'Reform' and 'Berkeley and 
Independence', i t  was a p re tty  s ig h t, though i t  was sa id  to  be a  
shabby procession , as no gentlem en were in  i t  on horseback. Lord 
Segrave g lo r ie s  in  having h is  b ro th e r  re tu rn e d  by th e  middle and 
lower c la ss e s  and not th e  g en try '.
N eedless to  say such a  d e sc rip tio n  is  from a  Tory view point, a s  th e  Whinyates 
were one o f Cheltenham 's leading  m ilita ry  fam ilies.
The Oieltenham Journal in  a sp e c ia l re p o rt on 13 August a lso  described  both 
th e  cha iring  and th e  banquet which followed. That evening one hundred gentlem en
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In v ited  by Craven Berkeley s a t  down to  a  d inner a t  T urner's  s a le  room in  Regent 
S tre e t.  Thomas Gray took the  ch a ir  and a f t e r  to a s t in g  th e  King and Queen, he 
gave a  speech in  honour o f th e  new member. This was followed by ad d resses  by 
th e  v ic e -p re s id en t, William Evans, Dr. Boisragon and Lord Segrave. The l a t t e r  
d e a lt w ith  th e  charge lev e lle d  by Close th a t a  cand idate  could no t be f i t  to  
rep re sen t a  co nstituency  i f  h is  re lig io u s  p rin c ip le s  were not th e  same a s  th e ir s ,  
by showing how D issen te rs  had been a t  th e  fo re fro n t o f a  number o f  leading 
is su e s  such a s  th e  campaign fo r  th e  ab o litio n  o f s lavery . More speeches o f 
thanks followed and to a s ts  were drunk w ell in to  th e  la te  hours a f t e r  'a  d inner 
c o n s is tin g  o f every delicacy  o f the  season  and served  w ith wine o f th e  f in e s t  
q u a lity  and flavour'.
Cheltenham th u s  ce leb ra ted  having i t s  f i r s t  M.P. For th e  tim e being th e  
Berkeley name, re p u ta tio n  and a  g en era l sen se  o f  g ra ti tu d e  f e l t  tow ards them by 
su p p o rte rs  o f reform  CTLegitimate" in fluence  according to  Heesom) had ensured  th e  
re tu m  of a Berkeley candidate . D espite th e i r  rum blings o f d isco n ten t, th e  T ories  
had been unable to  o rgan ise  an e f fe c tiv e  opposition . Part o f th e  f a i lu r e  must be 
apportioned  to  th e  g en e ra l an ti-T o ry  mood o f th e  country  tow ards th o se  who had 
too long delayed th e  Reform B ill; p a rt must be apportioned  to  th e  T o rie s ' 
in a b il i ty  to  match Berkeley p re s tig e , patronage and ea rly  m obilization . Throughout 
th e  e lec tio n , one cannot help  but n o tice  th e  o v e ra ll support th e  L ib e ra ls  rece ived  
from Cheltenham's newspapers. T ories were freq u en tly  lampooned w hereas L ib era ls  
rece ived  a t  tim es cau tious, but m ostly generous, support. Even th e  Tory 
Chelt&iham Journal had come to  support th e  cause o f  reform  and w ith  a  degree o f 
cau tion  had spoken up fo r  Craven B erkeley 's s u i ta b i l i ty  a s  Cheltenham 's candidate:
'The Hon. Craven Berkeley goes to  Parliam ent th e  re p re se n ta tiv e  no t only o f
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th e  re fo rm ers o f  Cheltenham but o f i t s  e n t i r e  constituency . His undisputed 
e le c tio n  f re e s  him from th e  mere im putations o f being a  p a rty  member. His 
b ir th , s ta t io n  in  so c ie ty  and fam ily connection a re  the  b es t assu rance  th a t 
even th e  most a rb i t r a ry  a r is to c r a t  could desire*.
Such a  view might allow  th e  T ories  to  save face fo r  now, but a s  we s h a ll  see , i t  
was not a view they held  fo r  long!
Iro n ica lly  though, i t  was not a  Tory who a ttack ed  Cheltenham 's p re ss  fo r  i t s
subserv ience to  th e  Berkeleys, but an ad d ress  by an anonymous 'Reformer o f
Abuses'. At B erkeley 's e le c tio n  dinner. Lord Segrave had proposed a to a s t  to  
*Dr. Fosbroke and th e  l ib e r ty  o f th e  p re s s ',  a lthough  a p ro p rie to r  and e d i to r  o f
each o f th e  town's major jo u rn a ls  were p resen t. The w r ite r  o f th e  add ress
compared th i s  to a s t  to  th a t o f 'Corporal Scroggins and the  b a t t le  o f W aterloo'. So 
conspicuous had both papers (presumably th e  Cheltenham Q irm ic le  and th e  Tory 
Cheltenham Journal) been in  th e i r  'ab jec t s e r v i l i ty ' in  advocating th e  p re ten sio n s  
o f th e  house o f Berkeley th a t  such a to a s t  was 'more lik e ly  evidence o f  BERKELEY 
GRATITUDE than  o f gentlem anly fee lin g '. The ad d ress  continued;
'How g ra te fu l  th e  Independent p ro p r ie to rs  o f the  Cheltenham p re ss  must fee l, 
to  find them selves th u s  honourably d is tin g u ish ed , a f t e r  working p e r  fa s  e t  
ne faSt to  secu re  th e  re tu rn  o f h is  L ordship 's b ro ther. I f  they  have any 
manly s p i r i t  l e f t ,  they  w ill remember th a t  th e  very  day he mounted th e  
h ig h est round o f th e  p o l i t ic a l  ladder, they, h is  su p p o rte rs , who had helped 
him up, were th u s  sco rn fu lly  kicked away from under him'.
This a t ta c k  on Berkeley was not unlike a p rev ious l e t t e r  which had appeared in 
th e  pages o f th e  Chelt&ùiam Journal under th e  t i t l e  'a  warning from a 
correspondent' which warned Berkeley th a t  th e  middle c la sse s  were 'no t to  be made
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pack h o rses  o f fo r  ev e r by th e  Whig a r is to c ra c y  and country  gentlem en, and to  be 
c a s t o f f  when e le c tio n e e rin g  purposes a re  served*.
Had such a open s ta tem en t on Berkeley patronage come from th e  T ories o r 
th e  Rev. Close, i t  periiaps would not have been no tab le , but th a t  i t  came from one 
c a llin g  h im self *a reformer* i s  in d ica tiv e  o f  a  new source o f d isq u ie t a g a in s t th e  
noble family. We may not know who th e  au th o r o f  th e  add ress was, but i t s  p r in te r  
was a  Mr. Samuel C harles Harper o f Regent S tre e t .  This Mr. Harper was to  
®s^®Ulish th e  Oielt&iham Firee A iess in  1834, vdiich was to  become th e  main voice 
o f  Cheltenham 's ra d ic a l middle c la ss  and whose pages would a t ta c k  amongst o th e r 
th in g s  th e  p o l i t ic a l  apathy and poor reco rd  o f Craven B erkeley 's parliam en tary  
career.
A fte r 1832 and th e  passing  o f th e  Reform Act, th e re  were th re e  elem ents 
co n trib u tin g  to  Cheltenham 's p o l i t ic a l  scene. An e s tab lish ed , alm ost com placent, 
L ibera l p a rty  r id in g  high on th e  back o f th e  Berkeley name but w ith few new 
p o l i t ic a l  in i t ia t iv e s ;  a d iscon ten ted  Tory party , a lthough in  a  m inority , backed by 
th e  e s ta b lish e d  Church, th e  vocife rous Rev. Close, the  lo c a l g en try  and an 
emerging Tory p ress; and f in a lly , a nascen t ra d ic a l working c la ss  and a sp rin k lin g  
o f d iscon ten ted  sm all shop-keepers and nonconform ists (p a r tic u la r ly  U n ita rians) 
w ith various advanced ideas but w ith l i t t l e  chance o f re p re se n ta tio n  under th e  
1832 Reform Act. As we s h a l l  see , th e  p o l i t ic a l  c o n f lic ts  th a t  ensued were liv e ly , 
c lo se ly  fought but in c reasin g ly  reso lved  a t  th e  expense o f th e  Berkeleys. Perhaps 
cxice th e  euphoria o f  Reform had worn o ff , th i s  was to  be an in e v ita b le  p en a lty  
fo r  th e  n a tu re  o f th e  e a r ly  v ic to r ie s  in  th e  p o l i t ic a l  race  in  post 1832 
Cheltenham.
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CHAPTER TWO
1835: A RADICAL CHALLENGE
Craven Berkeley was re tu rn e d  unopposed in Cheltenham's f i r s t  e le c tio n  under 
the  term s o f th e  1832 Act. Such was the  g ra ti tu d e  o f the  tow n's In h ab itan ts , th a t 
a s ta tu e  o f William IV was e rec ted  in  th e  Im perial Nursery near th e  Queen's H otel 
to  commemorate the  passing  o f th e  Reform B ill. However, th e  e la tio n  o f th e  Whigs 
was soon to  be matched by f ru s tr a t io n  and disappointm ent o f those  s t i l l  not 
included in th e  fran ch ise  under the  reform ed system. Not only had a number of 
im portant Radical item s been re je c te d  by th e  Whigs, such as  th e  s e c re t b a llo t and 
more frequen t Parliam ents, but th e  new fran ch ise  was s t i l l  very r e s tr ic te d .  The 
£10 occupation q u a lif ic a tio n  In the  boroughs in  e f fe c t kept ou t many non- 
p roperty  owners, who were deemed unworthy to  be tru s te d  w ith th e  vote.
As r e n ta l  values d if fe re d  over th e  country, i t  is  d i f f ic u l t  to  a s c e r ta in  
w ith any p rec is io n  ex ac tly  which groups were excluded from th e  franch ise . In 
Leeds, a c i ty  w ith a popula tion  of 125,000, only 5,000 people were e n t i t le d  to  
vote and in  Birmingham, w ith a population  o f 144,000, th e re  were only 7,000 
re g is te re d  v o te rs  (some 4% and 4.9% of th e i r  re sp e c tiv e  to ta ls ) .  The s i tu a t io n  
was improved in  such G lo u ceste rsh ire  boroughs a s  Tewkesbury, w ith 386 v o te rs  
from a population  o f 5,780 (6.7%); G loucester, w ith 1300 v o te rs  from a popula tion  
o f 11,933 (10.9%); B ris to l, w ith  10,315 v o te rs  from a popula tion  o f 59,074 (17,5%) 
and S troud w ith  1,247 V oters from a popula tion  o f 8,607 (14.5%). ' Such f ig u re s  
compare w ith a n a tio n a l popula tion  o f 24 m illion  w ith 813,000 re g is te re d  v o te rs  
(3.4%).
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A p o l i t i c a l  map of G lo u c e s te r s h i r e  show ing 
County d iv i s io n s  and bo roughs a f t e r  1832. 
(P o p u la t io n  f ig u r e s  a r e  f o r  183f).
Based on 'G lo u c e s te r s h i r e ' by J  & C W alker. 1840.
At f i r s t  Cheltenham’s  p o s itio n  w ith a population  of 23,000 and only 919 = 
v o te rs  (4%) seems a l i t t l e  hard to  understand, esp ec ia lly  as i t  has already  been 
rep o rted  th a t i t  had some 1,939 dw ellings a ssessed  a t over £10 and 1,225 over 
£20, some 3,164 in to ta l .  However, the  £10 fran ch ise  was not always ehough to
ensure  the  p o te n tia l v o te r h is  r ig h t to  vote. He would f i r s t  have to  pay a 
s h ill in g  a year to  place h is  name on the  e le c to ra l  r e g is te r  and even then  h is  
r ig h t to  vote might be challenged on a number o f grounds, such as  recen t changes 
o f address or d e fa u ltin g  on payments o f ra te s .  ® A fter 1832 both p a r t ie s  had 
lo ca l o rg an isa tio n s  and lo ca l agen ts  whose job i t  was to  ge t r iv a l  v o te rs  s tru ck  
o ff  the  l i s t .  In add ition , i t  must not be assumed th a t the  holding o f a £10 
fran ch ise  was always matched by a d e s ire  or enthusiasm  to  jo in  th e  p o l i t ic a l  
process.  ^ One may sp ecu la te  how many Cheltenham T ories, lacking a fe a s ib le  
candidate  in 1832, decided not even to  r e g is te r  th e ir  vote.
However, th e re  may have been yet ano ther reason why Cheltenham had 
re la tiv e ly  few v o te rs  d e sp ite  having so many la rg e  p ro p e rtie s . At the  beginning 
of the  n in e teen th  century , Cheltenham’s main source of w ealth lay in the  many 
v is i to r s  both to  the  Spas and to  the a t t r a c t io n s  o f the  Cleeve races  and the
T heatre  a t  Cambray Place. People of rank and fo rtu n e  flocked to  Cheltenham to  
a tten d  the round of b a lls  and concerts . The more im portant v is i to r s  a re  
fa i th fu lly  recorded in th e  pages of the fash ionab le Cheltenham Looker-On and by 
1800, they had reached some 2,000 a year. All th e se  v is i to r s  had to  be housed
w hils t in  Cheltenham and many of th e  town’s  v i l la s  and p ro p e rtie s  were given
over to  th is  purpose. The f i r s t  Cheltenham D irectory  of 1800 reco rds no le s s  than 
153 of the  town's p rin c ip a l in h a b ita n ts  le t t in g  lodgings during the  season. Land 
tax  re tu rn s  a lso  in d ica te  th a t many of th e  town’s  fam ilies  were not re s id e n t in
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th e  houses fo r the  e n t i r e  year. Even where th e i r  se rv a n ts  were kept re s id e n t, th e  
p roperty  then  ac ted  a s  q u a lif ic a tio n  fo r th e  County fran ch ise  and not th a t o f th e  
borough. As such then, th e  number o f houses ra te d  a t  £10 o r more i s  not always a 
re l ia b le  guide to  th e  number o f e le c to rs . This Indeed had been one o f the  main 
argum ents ag a in st th e  proposed enfranchisem ent o f Cheltenham and Brighton w ith 
one Tory c r i t i c  d ism issing  them both a s  'such mushroom p laces ... which derived 
Importance only from th e  m igratory  sh o a ls  which annually  re so r te d  to  them'
A major defic iency  o f th e  1832 Act was th a t In r e s t r ic t in g  th e  fran ch ise  
and by re fu s in g  to  g ra n t th e  s e c re t b a llo t. I t  allowed pocket boroughs to  
continue. How much I t  was In th e  minds o f tho se  who Introduced th e  Act to  reduce 
th e  Influence o f landowners and lo ca l p a tro n s  Is  debatable , but h is to r ia n s  a re  
agreed th a t such In fluence continued, Asa B riggs s ta t e s  th a t  pocket boroughs 
were m aintained w ith th e  nominees o f g re a t fam ilies  continuing  to  be re tu rned , ® 
Norman Gash's view Is  th a t 'In  sm alle r boroughs fam ily and perso n a l c o n tro l s t i l l  
sometimes decided th e  outcome o f e le c tio n s '. ^ Moreover, S ir  Llewellyn Woodward 
deduces th a t th e  d ire c t t e r r i t o r i a l  In fluence o f th e  landed a r is to c ra c y  was 
inc reased  'w ith  about fo r ty  peers  a f t e r  1832 being ab le  to  nom inate members to  
the  House o f Commons'. ® In many ways Cheltenham can be considered  a pocket 
borough, a t  le a s t  fo r  th e  next th i r ty - th r e e  years  w h ils t I t  lay  In th e  hands o f 
th e  Berkeleys. Grant ley  B erkeley 's charge ag a in s t h is  cousin William, th a t th e  
l a t t e r  was rewarded w ith an earldom fo r  re tu rn in g  th re e  s a fe  s e a ts  to  
Parliam ent, has a lready  been mentioned. * In Cheltenham, where Lord Segrave Is  
s a id  to  have owned considerab le  p roperty  (although l a te r  su g g es tio n s  questio n  
th is  assum ption, r e s t r ic t in g  th is  ownership to  h is  kennels and a house fo r  h is  
m istre ss!)  and held considerab le  so c ia l In fluence over a re la t iv e ly  sm all group of
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e le c to rs , such c o n tro l was q u ite  possib le . As we have seen, th e  1832 e lec tio n  was
a re la t iv e ly  easy a f f a i r  fo r Lord Segrave 's b ro ther. Craven Berkeley, as  th e
T ories were unable o r unw illing  to  produce a  cand idate  fo r the  poll. For th e  tim e 
being, th e  Berkeley name and purse alone was enough to  ensu re  e le c tio n  success 
in  th e  borough.
However, befo re  long th e re  was both n a tio n a l and lo c a l d isq u ie t a t  th e
w oeful inadequacies o f th e  1832 Reform Act, p a r tic u la r ly  from those  excluded 
from i t s  p rovisions. In many cases, th e  middle c la sse s , who beforehand had been 
a l l ie s  o f the  working man, now d ese rte d  him as  'once they had th e ir  r ig h t fu l  
position , they did not favour fu r th e r  adven tu res '. Voting by b a llo t, which had 
been one of the  main p o in ts  o f th e  ra d ic a l programme fo r reform , was now dropped 
by th e  Whigs along w ith  demands fo r u n iv e rsa l su ffra g e  and annual e lec tio n s . One 
only has to  look a t  th e  recep tio n  o f th e  f i r s t  C h a rtis t p e t i t io n  o f 1839 to  see  
what th e  'reform ed' House o f Commons thought about such m a tte rs . The 1832 Reform 
Act was em phatically  not a dem ocratic m easure and ra th e r  than  weakening th e
concept o f a r is to c r a t ic  government seem ingly s tren g th en ed  i t .
Disappointment w ith in  Cheltenham a t  th e  Reform Act now focused on a  sm all 
group o f p ro g ress iv e  lib e ra ls ,  some e d ito rs , pub lish e rs , and s o l ic i to r s  but mainly 
shop-keepers, a r t i s a n s  and tradesm en, in many cases men s t i l l  w ithout the  vote. 
The borough's development as a  fash ionab le shopping cen tre  was c lo se ly  re la te d  
to  i t s  ro le  as  a Spa and th e  town seems to  have had more than i t s  f a i r  sh a re  of 
g rocers , te a -d e a le rs , o u t f i t t e r s ,  cobblers, d rapers , jew e lle rs  and brew ers, not to  
mention s o lic i to r s ,  p r in te r s  and docto rs. Many o f th e se  were s k ille d  and 
in te l l ig e n t  men w ith  an a c tiv e  in te re s t  in  p o li t ic s ,  but a s  yet l i t t l e  say  in  
n a tio n a l o r lo ca l a f f a i r s .  What was to  in c rease  th e i r  f r u s tr a t io n s  in  th e  years
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between 1832 and 1835 was Craven B erkeley 's f a i lu re  to  support fu r th e r  p o l i t ic a l  
reform  and in  g en era l what they saw a s  h is  poor record  in Parliam ent.
The a c t iv i t ie s  o f th e se  p ro g ress iv e  l ib e ra ls  and ra d ic a ls  cen tred  round 
th re e  main areas; The Cheltenham Free P ress  founded in 1834 by Samuel Charles 
Harper; th e  Mechanics' I n s t i tu te  opened in  th e  autumn o f 1834; and the  
cand ida tu re  o f William Penn G askell in  th e  g en era l e lec tio n  o f 1835.
The Cheltenham Free P ress  f i r s t  appeared in  November 1834, published  on 
Saturdays, appearing weekly and s e ll in g  a t  7d. I t s  f i r s t  e d ito r  was Samuel 
Charles Harper whose o f f ic e s  were a t  350, High S tre e t. A l e t t e r  dated  October 
28 th  1828 e x is ts  from Harper to  th e  Clerk o f th e  Peace o f G lo u ceste rsh ire  
req u es tin g  perm ission to  s e t  up a p r in tin g  p re ss  w ith in  th e  town o f 
Cheltenham. "  The 1851 census reco rds Harper a s  liv in g  a t  1, Bath S tre e t w ith 
h is  w ife, Mary, a son Samuel, and a se rv an t ca lled  Ann Jones. At th a t tim e he is  
a lso  described  a s  an auctioneer, p r in te r  and r e g is te r  o f b ir th s , dea th s  and 
m arriages. His tom bstone reco rd s  h is  death  on O ctober 11th 1869 a t  th e  age of 
70. I t  i s  not p o ssib le  to  d iscern  H arper's ro le  in  even ts  befo re  1834, but a f t e r  
th a t date , through th e  pages of The Cheltenham Free Press, he emerges as  a 
frequen t c r i t i c  o f th e  Berkeleys, th e  fo ca l po in t of shop-keepers ' p o l i t ic a l  
d isp u te s  and a confirm ed su p p o rte r o f th e  Radical cause.
In h is  opening add ress Harper declared  h is  aims were 'to  speak th e  t r u th  
boldly and to  uphold th e  tru e  in te r e s ts  o f th e  community, by an unflinch ing  
advocacy o f a l l  l ib e r a l  and en ligh tened  m easures'; he then continued to  s t r e s s  
th e  need fo r a jo u rn a l u n a llied  to  any p a r ty  o r in te r e s t  but th e  common in te re s t  
o f every man in  B rita in . His d e s ire  was to  'awaken people from m ental apathy to  a 
sense  o f th e ir  t ru e  so c ia l and p o l i t ic a l  in t e r e s t s ' through t r u th  and through
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principles o f rational liberty .
In term s o f policy, Harper was not a democrat; he declared  him self fo r the  
vo te  by b a llo t and t r ie n n ia l  Parliam ents, bu t u n iv e rsa l su ff ra g e  he considered 'a  
generous but e rr in g  creed '. O ther concerns o f h is  included a dim inution o f th e  
public burdens o f th e  Church; a law fu l re s is ta n c e  o f th e  abuses of misgovernment 
and an an x ie ty  over th e  new Poor Laws (i.e . th e  proposed Poor Law Amendment Act 
o f 1834). F inally  in support of f re e  speech, Harper announced th e  columns o f TTie 
Free Press  open to  a l l  correspondents 'so  long a s  co n trib u tio n s  n e ith e r  v io la te  
the  hum anities nor offend  th e  decencies o f so c ie ty '.
So su c c e ss fu l was 77ie Cheltenham Free P ress  th a t on i t s  f i r s t  day i t  went
in to  a second p r in t. Harper was soon able  to  announce th a t 'a s p ir i te d  by the
g re a t and unsought success which had a tten d ed  i t s  p u b lica tio n  and encouraged by 
the  da ily  inc rease  o f su b sc rib e rs , from n early  every  q u a r te r  o f th e  kingdom', th e  
paper was to  be en larged  by four ad d itio n a l and lengthened columns. A review  
o f i t s  c irc u la tio n  a t  19,900 copies compared w ith th e  Tory Journal's 10,000 and 
L iberal (Berkeley-backed) Chronicle's 22,000 dem onstrated  how quickly th e  paper 
had e s tab lish ed  i t s e l f  w ith th e  town's read e rsh ip  (although such f ig u re s  were 
most probably exaggerated  in a l l  cases). At f i r s t  Cheltenham's Whigs welcomed The 
Free P ress  and both Lord Segrave and Craven Berkeley were among those  who took 
out su b sc rip tio n s . However, somewhat more p red ic tab ly , th e  response o f th e
Cheltenham Chronicle was to  accuse The Free P ress  o f 'poisoning th e  minds o f th e
working c la sse s  in  th e  Spa'.  ^*
In it ia l ly ,  th e  T o ries ' Cheltenham Journal a lso  gave cau tio u s  p ra is e  to  The 
Free Press, but such a s itu a tio n  did not l a s t  fo r long. Speaking s h o r tly  
a fte rw ard s  a t  the  L ib era l and C o n s titu tio n a l Reform Club, Harper claimed th a t  th e
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T ories had 'in ju rio u s ly  o pera ted ' ag a in s t h is  paper, not le a s t  by in tim id a tin g  
tradesm en not to  a d v e r tis e  in  h is  columns and by th e ir  a ttem pt to  e s ta b l is h  a 
second Tory paper.
In re tu rn , as  i t  tu rned  out, both Whigs and T ories gained l i t t l e  support 
from a paper determ ined to  po in t out to  i t s  read e rs  th a t i t  d id  not belong to  
any p a rty  o r fac tion . In fa c t i t  was Berkeley and th e  Whigs who soon became th e  
ta rg e t  o f  th e  p ap er's  a tta ck s . In November 1834 i t  re jo iced  th a t  th e  Whigs were 
f in a lly  ou t o f o ff ice ; a m in is try  which 're fu se d  vo te  by b a llo t and sh o rt 
parliam ents, which upheld impressment and flogging  in the  army, declared  s a n c ti ty  
o f th e  pension l i s t ,  sh u ffle d  o f f  Church reform  and a f f l ic te d  Ire land  w ith a law 
fa r  more severe  than any o ffsp rin g  o f a 30 year Tory tyranny '. I t s  conclusion was 
th a t no longer should 'men o f honesty w aste th e i r  powers and en e rg ies  on the  
b o ls te r in g  up o f what is  proven in n a te ly  w orth less... and th a t th e  country  a t 
la rg e  is  sickened w ith th e  Whigs'
As th e  new e le c tio n  approached, to  begin with, however. The Free P ress  did 
not com pletely denounce Craven B erkeley 's re p re se n ta tio n  o f th e  borough; but a 
f i r s t  warning shot was f ire d  when i t s  e d i to r ia l  announced th a t  although  h is  
support fo r the  b a llo t commended him to  th e  paper, 'he must not on th e  s tre n g th  
o f one o r two good vo tes imagine h im self exempted from a l l  fu r th e r  
acc o u n tab ility  to  h is  c o n s titu e n ts '.  I t s  r e a l  venom, fo r now, was rese rv ed  fo r  
th e  Tories. The Duke o f W ellington was no more than  'a  d ic ta to r ' and Toryism was 
'a s  contem ptible as  i t  i s  co rrup t and as  im becile a s  i t  i s  loathsom e'.
Although somewhat wary about adopting  the  la b e l o f rad ic a l, th e  paper did 
not a l to g e th e r  h ide i t s  a lleg ian ce , s ta t in g  th a t i t  would accep t i t ,  ' i f  by th a t 
term  (rad ica l) i s  meant one who would uproot every co rru p tio n  and d es tro y  every
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deform ity which defaces the  c o n s titu tio n  o f England*. ''® At th e  same time, The 
Free P ress  gave i t s  support to  the  cand idatu re  o f William Penn G askell, o f whom 
th e  paper sa id  'we know of no man liv in g  who w ill w ith more s te r l in g  in te g r ity , 
unflinch ing ly  and de te rm in a te ly  uphold to  the  very l e t t e r  th e  p rin c ip le s  and 
pledges he has declared '.
As w ith Samuel Harper, we know l i t t l e  o f G askell's  c a re e r  befo re  1835, save 
th a t he came from G reat Marlow, Buckinghamshire, read  m athem atics a t  C h ris t 's
College Cambridge, became in te re s te d  in p o li t ic s ,  and came to  Cheltenham in
1832 where he took up residence  a t 4, Bedford Buildings. In th e  autumn o f 1834 
he founded the  Mechanics' I n s t i tu te  in Albion S tre e t w ith the  aim o f 'd if fu s in g  
knowledge amongst th e  trad in g  and mechanical p o rtio n s  o f th e  country '. Membership 
was open to  both men and women fo r a su b sc rip tio n  of 3 /— a q u a rte r , and le c tu re s  
were held on a l l  su b je c ts  'w ith in  th e  whole f ie ld  of knowledge which was not 
exc lu sive ly  w ithin  the  domain o f re lig io n '. At i t s  heigh t th e  I n s t i tu te  had some 
two hundred members, and received  much support from the  pages o f the  Free Press: 
'we cannot too s tro n g ly  commend th is  so c ie ty  to  the  tradesm en and 
a r tis a n s . I t  is  an adm irable means o f ob ta in ing  th e  best s c ie n t i f ic  and p o l i t ic a l  
knowledge, and a lso  fu rn ish es  a most economical and com fortable r e s o r t  fo r  th e  
evening'.
Like Gaskell, Samuel Harper considered th e  gain ing  o f knowledge as  'th e  key 
to  th e  casket o f power and necessary  so  th a t th e  grounds fo r  excluding th e  
working c la s s  from power on th e  sco re  o f th e i r  ignorance may be removed'.
H arper's support fo r William G askell went beyond th e  pages o f The Free 
Press, On November 28th. 1834, Harper took th e  ch a ir  a t  a m eeting o f Cheltenham 
ra d ic a ls  a t  th e  Roebuck Inn where G askell and Je lin g e r  Symons, fellow  s tu d e n ts
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from Cambridge and fellow  ra d ic a ls  (Symons was a ttem p tin g  to  win th e
re p re se n ta tio n  of Stroud), spoke to  a g a th erin g  o f some fiv e  hundred. At th is
po in t Harper s tre s s e d  th a t as  chairman h is  d u tie s  were to  remain im p artia l and 
to  m aintain o rder a t  th e  meeting, but Harper gave a very favourab le  rep o rt o f 
th e  m eeting to  h is  read e rs  through th e  pages o f The Free Press. L ater, however, 
during  the  h u s tin g s  o f January 1835 Harper was to  d e liv e r  an im passioned speech 
on G askell's  behalf making i t  q u ite  c le a r  where h is  sym pathies lay. This speech 
i s  quoted, in  p a r t, l a te r  in th e  chapter.
One no te  o f cau tion  th a t c rep t in between th e  two men was as to  which 
ra d ic a l programme they  supported. Harper, who thought o f h im self as  a 
'P rog ressive  L iberal', had made i t  a v i r tu a l  crusade o f h is  to  campaign fo r the  
se c re t b a llo t and tr ie n n a l  Parliam ents, and The Free Press  freq u en tly  contained 
add resses and e d i to r ia ls  on the  sub jec t, G askell, much more o f a rad ic a l, however, 
went fu r th e r , Ca man o f advanced opin ions' a s  Williams c a l ls  him ==), and 
advocated u n iv e rsa l su ffra g e  and annual parliam ents. That th is  r i f t  d id not widen 
too much during  th e  e le c tio n  campaign o f 1835 was helped by an add ress  by
G askell on January 1 st. 1835 whereby he promised th a t i f  e lec te d  and faced w ith
th e  opportun ity  o f vo ting  in  th e  House o f Commons on e i th e r  issu e , he would 
im mediately re s ig n  h is  s e a t and go back to  th e  constituency  and le t  th e  e le c to rs  
o f th e  borough make th e i r  w ishes known through th e  p o lls . He wound up h is  
address w ith th is  assurance: 'in  conclusion, s u f f e r  me to  remind you th a t  th e  
ch ie f ground on which I  have s o lic ite d  your vo tes is  my pledge to  support, by 
every  Parliam entary  means, th e  B allo t and T riennal P arliam ents as  the  only course 
through which Toryism o r O ligarchy under any o th e r name can be fo r  ever 
p revented from becoming predominant in th e  country '.
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Any r i f t  on H arper's p a r t was probably healed  by a growing conviction in
th e  pages o f The Free P ress  th a t  Craven Berkeley was not th e  b est candidate fo r
Cheltenham. In the  eyes o f Cheltenham ra d ic a ls , th e  Whigs had become 'D o -lit t i e s ' 
and though w illing  and ready to  y ie ld  th e i r  humble t r ib u te  o f p ra ise  to  the  good 
deeds o f th e  la te  Whig government, th e  ra d ic a ls  considered th a t  'much had been 
l e f t  undone, th a t they  could and ought to  have done'. The December is su e s  of 
The Free P ress  contained se v e ra l a t ta c k s  from G askell th a t  Berkeley had been 
neg lec tin g  h is  Parliam entary  d u tie s  and had not been p resen t on a number of 
im portant d iv isio n s  in  the  House o f Commons. Berkeley ev en tu a lly  produced 
evidence from Gooch's 'Book o f the  Reformed P arliam ent' th a t  he had in  fa c t been 
p resen t in  the  House on more occasions than G askell had m aintained, and G askell 
was forced to  produce an apology. The charge o f Whig apathy though was one th a t 
was to  s t ic k  w ith both th e  p a rty  and w ith Craven Berkeley .
Harper not only considered Craven Berkeley an u n su ita b le  cand idate  fo r
Cheltenham; 'can m ilita ry  o f f ic e rs  [Craven Berkeley had been a Captain in  th e  
Second L ife Guards] be f i t  persons to  e n tru s t  w ith your r ig h ts  and 
l ib e r t ie s ? ',  but wanted to  see  th e  e n t i r e  Berkeley patronage o f th e  borough 
ended. At th e  b u s tin g  o f Craven B erkeley 's nomination, Harper, making a  speech on
G askell's  behalf, p ass io n a te ly  announced;
'This i s  a day of which every f re e  and independent e le c to r  may be 
ju s tly  proud, fo r, no tw ithstand ing  th e  herd  o f mercenary s la v e s  th a t  
sw ell th e  Berkeley tra in , th e re  a re  some who dare  assume to  th e  
n a tu ra l p o rt and bearing  o f Freemen, The head o f th e  noble house of 
Berkeley w ill know th a t  th e  re p re se n ta tio n  o f th e  town i s  not 
a lto g e th e r  h is  p r iv a te  p roperty  -  nor a parliam entary  p reserv e  to
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which none a re  to  be adm itted, w ithout h is  express perm ission,
I fo r one p ro te s t  my unw illingness to  wear the  badge o f Berkeley 
slavery , although  th e  c o lla r  may be composed o f gold and studded 
w ith diamonds’.
Elsewhere in  i t s  pages. The Free P ress  was not slow to  po in t out i t s  
su sp ic ions o f th e  B erkeleys' p o l i t ic a l  corrup tion . On January 3rd, i t s  e d i to r ia l  
contained an account o f Henry Moreton Berkeley (William and Craven's b ro th er) 
res ig n in g  h is  s e a t fo r  th e  W estern D ivision o f th e  County w ith  Lord Segrave 
allow ing th e  s e a t to  f a l l  in to  the hands o f th e  Marquis o f W orcester Cor some 
o th e r Tory'), p la in  p roof to  The Free P ress  o f 'tr ic k e ry  and trea ch ery  whereby th e  
re p re se n ta tio n  o f th is  im portant county has been basely  n e u tra lis e d '.  I f  th e  
a lle g a tio n  was not t ru e  then i t  was incumbent on Lord Segrave to  fu rn ish  the  
necessary  proof to  deny i t ,  sa id  Harper. In th e  meantime 'no member o f th e  fam ily 
o f th e  noble Lord w ill a t  such a c r i s i s  as  the  p resen t, be e n tru s te d  w ith the  
re p re se n ta tio n  o f the  people'. In Cheltenham i t s e l f .  The Free P ress  drew a t te n tio n  
to  in tim idation  by Craven Berkeley; he had apparen tly  v is ite d  th e  shops o f lo c a l 
tradesm en who had th e  vote, accompanied by a number o f fr ien d s , whose jo in t 
income amounted to  £10,000 o r £20,000 a year, w ith th e  c le a r  in tim a tion  th a t such 
tra d e  would be lo s t to  tradesm en who did  not vote the  'r ig h t ' way in  the  
forthcom ing e lec tio n .
The e lec tio n  o f 1835 was p rim arily  th e  r e s u l t  o f Lord Grey having resigned  
from o f f ic e  the  year before. Lord Melbourne had taken on th e  lead e rsh ip  o f th e  
Whig p a rty  on the  cond ition  th a t  Lord A lthorp should lead  i t  in th e  House of 
Commons. U nfortunately , Lord A lthorp alm ost im mediately succeeded h is  f a th e r  and 
withdrew to  the  Lords. Lord Melbourne, d o u b tfu l w hether he could continue a t  th e
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head o f a  m in is try  con tain ing  lib e ra ls  such as  Lord R ussell, put th e  case to  King 
William IV and o ffe red  h is  re s ig n a tio n . The King, who d is lik ed  many o f th e  more 
ra d ic a lly  minded Whigs, in  fa c t took th e  oppo rtun ity  to  d ism iss M elbourne's 
m in is try  in  th e  hope th a t a co a litio n  government o f more accep tab le  men might be 
formed. In it ia l ly ,  though, i t  was to  th e  Duke o f W ellington th a t  William turned , 
but W ellington re fu sed  and advised th e  King to  c a l l  on Robert Peel, who on 
re tu rn in g  from Rome took o ffice . Such ac tio n  had made a g en e ra l e le c tio n  
necessary  and th e  d a te  was s e t  fo r January o f 1835,
The Tory p a rty  had in fa c t been in c reasin g  in  s tre n g th  s in ce  1832, but even 
i t s  winning o f around new 100 s e a ts  in  the  e le c tio n  o f January  1835, l e f t  i t  
s t i l l  unable to  form a m ajority  government. Peel r e s is te d  th e  su g g es tio n  to  form 
a c o a litio n  m in istry  in  January  and t r ie d  in s te ad  to  c re a te  a wholly Tory o r 
C onservative government, much to  th e  p le asu re  o f th e  e d ito r  o f The Cheltenham 
Free Press  as he regarded  i t  a much e a s ie r  p rospect to  d e fea t a Tory m in is try  
than a c o a litio n  one. D espite being in a m inority . Peel took o f f ic e  only to  be 
d efea ted  s ix  tim es in s ix  weeks by th e  L ichfield-H ouse compact o f I r is h  
C atholics, Whigs, D issen te rs  and rad ic a ls . Eventually  a f te r  some hundred days in 
o ff ic e  Peel resigned  in  A pril 1835 and Lord Melbourne became Prime M in iste r 
again.
O verall th is  period  had not been a fa i lu re  fo r  the  T ories, Peel was now the  
acknowledged head o f a u n ited  p a rty  which was ab le  to  co n test about th re e  f i f th s  
o f parliam entary  s e a ts . In p a r tic u la r  th e  1835 e le c tio n  had given Peel th e  
o pportun ity  o f p resen tin g  h is  Tamworth M anifesto by which he and h is  p a rty  
pledged to  conserve th e  1832 Reform Act and to  adopt th e  p rin c ip le s  o f m oderate 
reform: 'Then as to  th e  s p i r i t  of the  Reform B ill, and th e  w illin g n ess  to  adopt
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and en force i t  a s  a ru le  o f governm ent....if th e  s p i r i t  of th e  Reform 
B ill im plies merely a c a re fu l review  o f in s t i tu t io n s ,  c iv i l  and 
e c c le s ia s t ic a l ,  undertaken in  a fr ien d ly  temper, combining, w ith the  
firm  m aintenance o f e s ta b lish e d  r ig h ts  th e  co rrec tio n  o f proved abuses 
and the  re d re s s  o f r e a l  g rievances, in  th a t case I  can fo r  m yself and
co lleagues undertake to  ac t in  such a sp irit* .
Such a policy la id  th e  foundations o f a continued Tory recovery  and one 
fe a tu re  o f th e  e le c tio n  in  th e  months a fte rw ard s  was th e  m u ltip lica tio n  o f 
Conservative A ssociations in both th e  boroughs and th e  coun ties  a l l  over England, 
A Tory recovery, though, was not yet to  be s tag ed  in Cheltenham as  the  borough 
remained firm ly in  the  hands o f the  Whigs, The 1835 e le c tio n  was fought between 
two candidates, not between a Whig and a Tory but between a Whig and rad ica l. 
Because th e  d is so lu tio n  did not come u n t i l  la te  December 1834, th e  1835 canvass 
was a re la t iv e ly  sh o rt and uneven tfu l a f f a i r .  The s i t t i n g  member, th e  Honourable 
Craven Berkeley, made very l i t t l e  appearance befo re  th e  e le c tio n  in  comparison to  
th e  a c t iv i t ie s  o f th e  challenger, William Penn Gaskell.
We have a lready  seen how G askell a ttack ed  B erkeley 's poor a ttendance  a t 
House of Commons' d iv is io n s  and how in re tu rn  Berkeley was ab le  to  quote 
s t a t i s t i c s  from Gooch's 'Book o f the  Reformed House' to  show th a t he was in 
a ttendance  on a number o f occasions and had in fa c t voted fo r the  s e c re t b a llo t; 
ab o litio n  o f th e  window tax; th e  adm ission o f D issen te rs  to  th e  u n iv e rs i t ie s ;  th e  
rev is io n  o f th e  pension l i s t  and th e  new Poor Law. Berkeley chose not even to  
defend h im self ag a in s t th e  a tta c k s  o f G askell and simply ignored an add ress  o f
s ix  q uestions  put to  him, leaving  G askell to  assume th a t  i t  was because he was
not a v o te r th a t he had been l e f t  w ithout an answer.
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Craven Berkeley a lso  found h im self th e  su b jec t o f some c r it ic ism  by a 
c e r ta in  Fulwar Craven o f Brockhampton Park, near Cheltenham, who declined to  
e n te r  th e  canvass fo r fe a r  o f  s p l i t t in g  th e  L ibera l in te r e s t  but in s te ad  was 
going o f f  to  B erkshire to  vote fo r  'a  r e a l  reform er'. G askell too  was accused by 
Fulwar Craven o f being a re v o lu tio n is t and an enemy o f re lig io n , both charges 
which th e  form er re fu te d . On th e  o th e r hand. The Cheltenham Free P ress  m aintained 
a notably, i f  unusually , im p a rtia l s tan ce  by sim ply encouraging v o te rs  to  r e g is te r  
th e i r  vo tes  and announcing th a t Monday 5 th  January had been declared  a s  the  day 
fo r the  nomination o f th e  candidates. Mr. Newman was the  re tu rn in g  o f f ic e r  and 
the  nomination was to  be held a t  Mr. B a rre t 's  Riding School in  Regent S tre e t.
On th e  appointed day both Craven Berkeley and William G askell, a tten d ed  by 
th e ir  re sp e c tiv e  su p p o rte rs  and bands o f m usicians, proceeded to  th e  Riding 
School and very sh o r tly  th e  whole a re a  became a dense mass o f people. The
re tu rn in g  o f f ic e r  then  asked fo r proposers and seconders fo r  th e  candidates.
Berkeley was proposed by Captain Gray, who d e sp ite  being g re e te d  by an alm ighty 
uproar o f sho u ts  did not lo se  th e  occasion to  make a lengthy  speech. In th is  
speech he not only a ttack ed  P eel's  m in is try  but a lso  warned th a t;
'on the  o th e r hand we must be equally  on our guard a g a in s t persons 
m iscalling  them selves Reformers, and b ring ing  d is re p u te  upon th e  name, 
whose aims a re  d e s tru c tiv e  o f a l l  good government who cry out fo r 
annual parliam en ts  and annual su ffra g e , and who rave about th e  age 
o f reason  and th e  r ig h ts  o f man. I f  indeed they should ever g e t th e
upper hand again, I say  w ith double emphasis, God help  us, fo r  then a l l
o f us who a re  now sim ple enough to  tro u b le  our heads about our 
worldly concerns, about the  acquirem ent o f r ich es  and th e  s e c u r ity  of
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property , would then have a speedy deliverance from a l l  our ca res  and 
burthens '.
Captain Gray concluded by c a llin g  on tho se  who loved good government and 
who sought to  remedy th e  abuses w ith which i t  had become deformed, to  ra l ly  
round th e ir  la te  re p re se n ta tiv e  Craven Berkeley. The l a t t e r  was then seconded by 
W.S. Evans esq. In tu rn  William G askell was proposed and seconded by Mr, William 
H ollis <a Cheltenham gunsm ith) and Mr. Vaughan (shopkeeper). G askell complained 
from th e  p la tfo rm  about in tim idation  used by B erkeley 's su p p o rte rs  and th a t a 
number o f v o te rs  had wanted to  vote fo r  him but were apprehensive o f in ju ry  to  
th e i r  dom estic in te r e s ts  i f  they went a g a in s t Berkeley. G askell a lso  contended 
th a t i f  th e re  had been a se c re t b a llo t then  he would have been e lec ted . The 
m eeting was a lso  addressed  by Samuel Harper who d e livered  a sca th in g  a tta c k  on 
Berkeley patronage o f th e  borough (seemingly allow ing h im self to  be more 
outspoken when not ac tin g  as e d ito r  o f The Free Press),
On a show of hands th e  re tu rn in g  o f f ic e r  declared  in favour o f Gaskell, but
Berkeley im mediately p ro te s te d  and a p o ll was demanded which was s e t  fo r the  
follow ing Thursday and Friday. This tim e Berkeley did not f a i l  to  r a l ly  h is  
su p p o rte rs  and w ith th e  vo ting  stand ing  a t  411 fo r Berkeley to  25 fo r  him self, 
G askell res igned  from th e  co n tes t. Such a d isp a r i ty  i s  perhaps explained by th e
fa c t th a t many of those  p resen t a t th e  nom ination were working men who although
vociferous in th e i r  support fo r  Gaskell, d id not a c tu a lly  p o ssess  th e  r ig h t to  
vote. In speaking o f th e  conduct o f such su p p o rte rs . The Free P ress  p r ig g ish ly  
explained th a t:
'We cannot n eg lec t th is  oppo rtu n ity  o f expressing  our u t t e r  d isg u s t a t  
the  b ru tish  conduct o f th e  audience (!) who assem bled to  y e l l  a t  th e  nomination of
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th e  candidates.....w e would c o rre c tly  su g g est to  th e  working c la sse s  the  indecency 
o f tu rn in g  public m eetings in to  bear gardens and conducting them selves in f in ite ly  
more lik e  wild b eas ts  than men*.
With th e  e le c tio n  over, in  speaking o f the  two cand idates  The Free P ress  
seems to  have now adopted a more cau tio u s  (even hypocritica l!) approach to  the  
su c c e ss fu l Craven Berkeley:
•Excepting Mr Craven B erkeley 's vote fo r  th e  b a llo t we have not seen 
any s u f f ic ie n t  ground in  h is  parliam entary  conduct to  allow us consc ien tio u sly  to  
expouse h is  cause, n e ith e r  on th e  o th e r  hand have we ever ranked o u rse lv es  
amongst h is  declared  opponents'.
The Free P ress  declared  th a t d e sp ite  G askell's  espousa l o f annual
parliam en ts and u n iv e rsa l su ffrag e , i t  should have liked  to  see  him as  th e
su c c e ss fu l candidate i f  only because o f 'h is  manly candour'. But a Berkeley
v ic to ry  was something th a t Cheltenham l ib e ra ls  and ra d ic a ls  were going to  have
to  liv e  with. D espite tak ing  th e  occasional side-sw ipe, such a s  in  i t s  re p o rt of 
Mr Hope's v ic to ry  in  G loucester, 'who has done h is  b est to  besm irch th e  people by 
the  most lav ish  expend itu re  in every sp ec ie s  o f co rrup tion  and th e  drunkenness 
has been rev o ltin g ...ano ther in s tance  o f th e  abuses o f h e re d ita rv  w ealth '. TTie 
Free P ress  took a more pragm atic view tow ards th e  Berkeleys. Lord Segrave 's 
speech a t  the  p a r ty 's  v ic to ry  d inner was rep o rte d  as  being th e  b es t th e  Lord had 
ever given. In i t  Lord Segrave made a sp e c ia l poin t o f re fu tin g  th e  charge o f 
'p la c e -h u n te r ' by showing th a t although he had spen t over £15,000 on th re e  
e le c tio n  c o n te s ts  he had never sought place o r rew ard fo r  him self. The Free P ress  
then added i t s  own foo tn o te  th a t i t  had never i t s e l f  lev e lle d  th i s  charge ag a in s t 
the  noble Lord!
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A fter th e  com pletion o f the  e lec tio n , G askell, in a l e t t e r  to  The Cheltenham 
Free Press, thanked th e  e le c to rs  fo r th e i r  support, put h is  d e fea t down to  th e  
•tyranny o f fac t ions... which compelled th e  e le c to ra l  body to  vo te ag a in s t i t s  
consciences', and promised to  s tan d  again  in  th e  near fu tu re . However, he did not 
see  th e  1835 e le c tio n  as  a complete d is a s te r  and w riting  in  The Cheltenham Free 
P ress  he confiden tly  announced th a t:
'b e t te r  tim es a re  coming fo r Cheltenham..,.The In d u s trio u s  c la sse s  begin 
to  th ink  th a t th e  non in d u s tr io u s  a re  no w iser than them selves. Nothing is  
learned  w ithout p rac tice , le t  them a tte n d  a few more such m eetings a t  the  Riding 
School, le t  them be allowed lib e r ty  o f speech and ac tio n  them selves and they w ill 
soon g ran t th e  same to  o th e rs '.
For the  time being G askell would have to  f ig h t h is  ra d ic a l campaign a t  the  
forum of th e  Mechanics' In s t i tu te .  Through i t s  a c t iv i t ie s  and f re e  le c tu re s  he 
genera ted  and moulded a type of a r t i s a n  rad icalism  which s te a d ily  evolved in to  
the  more g en era l upper working c la ss  s o lid a r i ty  o f the  C h a rtis t movement o f th e  
la te  1830s and 1840s, which a lso  l a te r  was to  find  support in  Cheltenham.
As ea rly  as  May 1835, G askell was busy drumming up support fo r a  p e t i t io n  
from th e  working men o f the  town to  th e  House o f Commons to  p repare  an address 
to  the  King to  re c a l l  th e  s ix  D orchester lab o u re rs  (now known as  th e  Tolpuddle 
M artyrs) who had been tran sp o rte d  by a Dorset a s s iz e  judge, supported  by Lord 
M elbourne's government, fo r sw earing a se c re t oath  in  a ttem p tin g  to  form a 
w orkers' a sso c ia tio n . G askell rece ived  support from The Free Press, who considered  
the  p e t it io n  'an eloquent re fu ta t io n  to  th e  v ile  asp ers io n  and contemptuous 
e p i th e ts  so lib e ra lly  bestowed on th e  working c la sse s  by th e  ...foul-m outhed 
fa c tio n s '.  Not always were th e  two in  such agreem ent, e sp ec ia lly  over th e  case o f
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G askell's  continued support fo r  u n iv e rsa l su ff ra g e  and annual parliam ents. But as 
G askell once explained using  an analogy o f some to p ic a li ty , ' i f  one wished to  
take a c a rr iag e  to  Oxford, su re ly  i t  was b e t te r  to  take one marked London than 
one marked Witney?'
Lord Segrave, th e  Berkeleys and th e  Whigs might have liked  to  have thought 
th a t the  1835 e le c tio n  had brought about th e  removal o f rad ica lism  by d e fea tin g  
i t  in  the  p o lls , but th i s  was to  prove f a r  from th e  case. G askell was to  continue 
the  s tru g g le  a g a in s t 'Old C orruption ' and to  keep Cheltenham ra d ic a ls ' hopes very 
much a liv e , no mean fe a t when one considers  th a t before 1831 Cheltenham had had 
no s ig n if ic a n t tr a d i t io n  o f p o l i t ic a l  rad icalism .
The ra d ic a ls  were not th e  only ones to  lea rn  from th e  1835 e lec tio n . As we 
have seen, although th e  T ories did not c o n te s t Cheltenham, th e re  was a n a tio n a l 
rev iv a l o f Toryism w ith th e  p a rty  winning some hundred new s e a ts  in the  poll, 
including th e  lo c a l boroughs of Tewkesbury and Evesham. Encouraged by th e ir  
success the  T ories looked round fo r even more s e a ts  to  co n test, and as  ea rly  as 
1836, F rancis Bonham, the  p a rty  manager, w rote to  Lord Ellenborough (now a lo c a l 
Tory patron  who had rece n tly  bought an e s ta te  a t  nearby Southam) about th e  
p o s s ib il i ty  of re tu rn in g  a Conservative member fo r  Cheltenham. The l e t t e r 's  advice 
was not wholly d ism issive  but he did conclude th a t  such a cand idate  must be a 
man 'ab le  to  speak decently , who has some money, and who would f o r t i fy  the  
lud icrous van ity  o f th e  shopkeepers and id le  in h a b ita n ts  o f Cheltenham', a ta sk  
th a t no longer seemed q u ite  so daunting.
For the  Berkeley Whigs th e  v ic to ry  o f 1B35 was ta in te d  somewhat by the  
death  o f Captain Gray on A pril 26 th  th a t  year. Both Lord Segrave and Craven 
Berkeley were among the  p a ll-b e a re rs  a t  h is  funeral. Contem poraries t e l l  us th a t
- 60 -
thousands, including p rin c ip a l in h a b ita n ts  o f a l l  shades o f p o l i t ic a l  opinions, 
watched h is  fu n e ra l as  th e  m ournful cavalcade proceeded to  St. Mary's
Churchyard. Captain Gray had been an im portant lynch-pin  in  th e  a c t iv i t ie s  of 
Cheltenham Whigs and a c h a ra c te r who had brought them much resp ec t. A fte r h is  
death  he was to  be m issed not only fo r  h is  u n tir in g  zeal, bu t fo r th e  c re d ib ili ty  
and in te g r i ty  he brought to  th e  Berkeley cause in  Cheltenham. Without him th e  
Berkeley fac tio n  would find  i t  h arder to  r e ta in  th e  vo tes o f Cheltenham 's middle 
c la sse s , e sp ec ia lly  those  who were tu rn in g  away from th e  fash ionab le  and
sp o rtin g  image o f the  Spa to  a more sober-m inded way o f th ink ing  under th e
guidance o f the  tow n's se lf-a p p o in te d  s p i r i tu a l  guardian, th e  Rev. F rancis Close.
The 1835 e le c tio n  had a lso  driven  home to  th e  Berkeleys th e  widening divide 
w ithin th e  p arty  between Whigs and p ro g ress iv e  l ib e ra ls .  Such men o f the  l a t t e r  
group, mainly shopkeepers, tra d e rs , s o l ic i to r s ,  o r newspaper p r in te r s  such as  
Samuel Harper, might not wish to  give th e i r  support w hole-hearted ly  to  the  more 
extrem e ra d ic a l views o f a man lik e  Gaskell, but they remained fa r  from content 
w ith Craven B erkeley 's record. N ationally  too, although th e  L ich fie ld  House 
Compact had un ited  Whigs, l ib e ra ls  and ra d ic a ls  th e re  was much d isco n ten t 
amongst the  l a t t e r  th a t  Lord Melbourne seemed unw illing to  o f fe r  any s ig n if ic a n t 
o ff ic e  to  those  o f opinions more advanced than h is  own. Most l ib e ra ls  and 
ra d ic a ls  continued to  support th e  Whigs a f te r  1835, as  to  oppose them would
bring  about a re tu rn  o f a Tory m in istry  under Peel. The p rice  they paid was in  
having to  accept Whig lim ita tio n s  on th e i r  l ib e r a l  a sp ira tio n s . In Cheltenham, 
th is  group was ev en tu a lly  to  form th e  L ibera l Reform A ssociation  o f 1837 but 
t i l l  then th e ir  main e f f o r t s  cen tred  on The Cheltenham Free P ress  and i t s  long 
term campaign fo r the  s e c re t b a llo t.
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For the  tim e being though, once again  Lord Segrave's 'heavy p u rse ' and
perhaps th e  beginnings o f a more " i l l e g i t im a te "  type of in fluence had ensured 
success fo r h is  b ro th e r in  Cheltenham and th e  notion  o f a  pocket borough 
continued. Moreover, according to  Harper and The Free Press, such p o l i t ic a l
in fluence would continue unabated u n t i l  the  coming of the  s e c re t b a llo t -  only 
then  would an end to  th e  tyranny of fac tio n  allow  th e  people to  w ithstand  'th e  
menaces o r the  co rru p tio n  on th e ir  e n s la v e rs ' O ther fa c to rs  however, as  we
s h a ll  see, were to  ensu re  th a t th e  Berkeley monopoly was, a t  le a s t ,  to  be
challenged i f  not ended, w ell before th e  a r r iv a l  o f th e  S ecret B allo t Act of 1872,
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CHAPTER THREE
•A KENNEL BOROUGH'
1837 was a year not w ithout both n a tio n a l and lo c a l In te re s t .  I t  was th e  
year in  which a cormorant (Pelicanus Car bo) was sho t in P i t t  v i l le  S tre e t ,  a g re a t 
Nassau balloon ascended from th e  M ontpellier Gardens and landed some fo r ty  m iles 
from London, and a  Tory attem pted  to  cap tu re  th e  Spa's s e a t. N ationally  i t  was
th e  year o f a g en e ra l e le c tio n  occasioned by th e  death  of William IV in June 
and th e  accession  of Queen V ictoria.
This e lec tio n  was to  have rep ercu ssio n s fo r both major p a r t ie s  n a tio n a lly
and w ith in  th e  borough. The T o ries ' re v iv a l which Peel, a s  le ad er o f th e  party ,
had begun in  1834 was to  bring them g a in s  o f some 35 s e a ts  in  1837. The
m ajority  o f th e se  s e a ts  came from English coun ties , th e  t r a d i t io n a l  h ea rtlan d  of 
Toryism, but a lso  no tab le  were th e  Tory ga in s in  sm all boroughs. T heir 
re p re se n ta tio n  in  English boroughs where th e  fran ch ise  was below 1,000 increased  
from 53 in  1832 to  98 by 1837. ' Such a tren d  would a lso  imply th a t th e  
W higs/Liberals were fa il in g  to  m aintain co n tro l over th e ir  t r a d i t io n a l  a re a s  o f 
s tre n g th , namely th e  urban boroughs.
The recovery of th e  T ories was by no means in ev itab le , but th e  e le c tio n s  of 
1835, 1837 and 1841 do seem to  mark convenient m ilestones fo r  th e  party . We 
have a lready  seen how in  response to  th e i r  f a i lu re  in  1832 th e  T ories  put much 
e f f o r t  in to  the  o rgan iza tio n  of th e  p a r ty  a t  g ra s s  ro o ts  leve l. Local e le c tio n  
com m ittees were formed and ag en ts  appointed. At n a tio n a l le v e l too  F rancis 
Bonham, u n o ff ic ia l p a rty  o rgan izer s in ce  1830, worked u n tir in g ly  to  see  Tory
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candidates re -e le c te d  and new s e a ts  captured . 1634 had given th e  T ories an 
experience of o ffice , a lb e it  a sh o rt one, and a ta s t e  fo r fu tu re  power, th e  means 
o f which were in d ica ted  by Bonham, who la te r  w rote to  Peel th a t 'we had to  find  
candidates, o rgan izers  and frien d s  in  alm ost every place '. By 1836, Bonham 
estim ated  th a t they could gain  over f i f t y  s e a ts  in  England alone, ^ Whereas 
befo re  1835 th e  p a rty  had looked askance a t  th e  chances o f a Tory candidate 
winning a s e a t lik e  Cheltenham, by 1837 i t  seemed an o u ts id e  p o s s ib ili ty .
In P ro fesso r G ash's view, th e  1837 e le c tio n  was a  c ru c ia l poin t fo r  the  
T ories, as  a f te r  th is  d a te  they were e s ta b lish e d  a s  an O pposition s tro n g e r  than 
any known before. As th e  T ories 'f lo a te d  in to  harbour on th e  f u l l  and r is in g  t id e  
o f public confidence', th e  Whigs s tru g g le d  a g a in s t a g en e ra l atm osphere of 
weakness and decline. ® Much d isillu sionm ent had s e t  in  w ith th e  Whigs' reco rd  in  
government. Nothing they  had done sin ce  th e  M unicipal C orporation Act o f 1835 
had recap tu red  th e  excitem ent and fervou r o f th e  1832 Reform B ill. To many, 
Whiggism seemed a spen t force, and M elbourne's trea tm en t o f th e  Tolpuddle 
lab o u re rs  in  1834 was symptomatic o f h is  Government's narrow, e s s e n tia l ly  
a r is to c ra t ic ,  in te re s t .  The L ich fie ld  House C ontract between Whigs, L ibera ls  and 
Radicals was now in danger o f co llapse, an event eag e rly  aw aited  by th e  T ories,
Within the  borough of Cheltenham, c r it ic ism  of th e  Whigs was voiced most 
s tro n g ly  by The Free Press. Even befo re  th e  King's death, i t s  e d i to r ia ls  were 
announcing th a t: 'Whiggery w ill very s h o r tly  expire , and th e  many must g ird  th e i r  
lo in s  fo r  the  b a t t le  w ith monopoly... A t id e  is  now s e t t in g  in, which w ill e re  
long, d isp e rse  th e ir  sm all c ra f t  and a n n ih ila te  th e  sham skirm ishing  o f th is  baby 
f lo t i l l a '.  The e d ito r  of The Free P ress  saw th e  d efea t o f th e  Whigs coming from 
a s tro n g  rad icalism  w ithin  th e  town, but in 1837 th is  hope was as  improbable a s
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i t  was naive.
William G askell's  f a i lu re  to  win more than  25 votes in  th e  1835 e le c tio n
had shown th e  ra d ic a ls  th a t a  d ire c t co n fro n ta tio n  under th e  e x is tin g  p o l i t ic a l
system  would in ev itab ly  r e s u l t  in  d e fea t. In stead  o f f ig h tin g  an e le c to ra l  
campaign Cheltenham's ra d ic a ls  were inc lined  to  concen tra te  th e i r  e f f o r t s  in to  a 
programme o f p o l i t ic a l  aw areness and education  through th e  re g u la r  m eetings of 
th e  Mechanics' I n s t i tu te  and a branch o f a Working Men's A ssociation  founded in
December 1837. G askell saw th e  p o te n tia l  fo r  th e  development o f Chartism in  th e
borough and th is  was to  be th e  fu tu re  course fo r  Cheltenham's ra d ic a ls . ® This 
change o f d irec tio n  l e f t  th e  ra d ic a ls  unprepared fo r th e  e le c tio n  o f 1837 (the 
f i r s t  n a tio n a l C h a rtis t p e ti t io n  was not drawn up u n t i l  1839) and coupled w ith 
G askell's  absence in  North Devon, they were unable or unw illing  to  f ie ld  a 
candidate.
O pposition to  th e  Whigs came not from th e  ra d ic a ls  but in  th e  un likely  
g u ise  of th e  Tories. Not s in ce  1832 had th e  T ories put a cand idate  forw ard fo r 
Cheltenham and even then he had withdrawn befo re  th e  f in a l  poll. However, since  
P ee l's  accession  to  the  p a r ty 's  lead ersh ip  the  T ories were on th e  look-ou t fo r  
new se a ts . Lord Ellenborough's d isparag ing  rem arks about th e  chances o f a Tory 
candidate  have been quoted in  th e  prev ious chapter, but such a view had not 
d e te rre d  th e  p a rty  a lto g e th e r . S ig n ifican t numbers o f e le c to rs  had not r e g is te re d  
a vo te in  th e  prev ious e lec tio n : the  e le c to ra te  was over 900 by 1835, but only 
436 vo tes  were recorded by th e  su p p o rte rs  o f both Berkeley and G askell. I t  would 
not be out of th e  q uestion  to  consider some of th e se  s i le n t  v o te rs  to  be T ories 
who wished n e ith e r  to  vo te  fo r th e  Whig nor Radical candidate. The p o te n tia l  fo r 
Tory support w ith in  the  borough was apparent to  contem poraries. I t s  m ilita ry  and
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A nglo-Indian connections were w ell known and a re  wryly described  thus by 
W.E.Adams:
'I t  used to  be sa id  o f a c e r ta in  c i ty  in  America th a t  you couldn 't f i r e  
a  sh o t in  any d ire c tio n  w ithout h i t t in g  a colonel. Much th e  same joke might be 
made about Cheltenham. H alf-pay o f f ic e rs  abound there....Cheltenham  was 
asso c ia ted , before and a fte rw ard s , w ith famous A nglo-Indians. Lord Ellenborough, 
once Viceroy o f India, had h is  s e a t in  th e  neighbourhood.' ®
This p o te n tia l  support from such m ilita ry  fam ilies, aided by a  Tory p re ss  in  
th e  form o f th e  Cheltenham Journal and sh o r tly  by th e  Cheltenham Chronicle 
(swapping i t s  a lleg ia n ce  from Whig to  Tory in  1839), to g e th e r  w ith th e  p o l i t ic a l  
outspokeness o f th e  Reverend F rancis Close, a s  yet remained unsought by a  Tory 
candidate. One reason  given was th a t  th e  p a r ty  lacked a h e re d ita ry  cand idate  of 
th e  s ta tu r e  o f th e  Berkeleys. Lord Ellenborough, although o f g re a t so c ia l s ta tu s ,  
was a r e la t iv e  newcomer to  th e  town and th e  Trye fam ily o f Leckhampton manor, 
although content to  be a fo rce  in  lo c a l p o li t ic s ,  never pu t forw ard a candidate  
a f te r  th e i r  experience in 1832. In a s e r ie s  o f l e t t e r s  between F rancis Bonham and 
Lord Ellenborough th e  form er made frequen t re fe re n c e s  to  th e  fa c t th a t  any 
p o te n tia l  candidate fo r  Cheltenham must be a gentlem an a t le a s t ,  and p re fe rab ly  a 
man o f money. ^ Such evidence would seem to  confirm  P ro fesso r Gash's view th a t 
in  th e  coun ties  and in  th e  o rd inary  boroughs, 'th e  e le c to rs  u su a lly  chose as  
th e i r  members not th e i r  equals but th e i r  s o c ia l su p e rio rs '.  ®
The T ories ' de term ina tion  to  co n tes t th e  1837 e lec tio n , in  c o n tra s t to  th e i r  
form er in a c tiv ity , d id  no t go unnoticed. The Free P ress  w rote in  Ju ly  1837 th a t 
'th i s  determ ination  anim ates th e  sa ta n ic  fa c tio n  from land 's  end to  land 's  end. 
Never was th e  d ev ilry  o f Toryism g re a te r: never was i t s  machinery s tro n g er: never
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were i t s  app liances in  b e t te r  trim '.
The T ories were unable to  forw ard a lo c a l cand idate  but in s te ad  gave th e ir  
support to  one Jonathan Peel, whose decision  to  s tan d  fo r  th e  s e a t  seems r a th e r  
a  la te  one. In fa c t during  th e  f i r s t  week o f Ju ly  The Free P ress  g lo a ted  th a t 
once again  th e  T ories were unable to  produce a candidate  and could merely 
promise to  f ig h t th e  Whigs on th e  next occasion. ® However, th e  Ju ly  15th ed itio n  
contained an unexpected add ress  from Jonathan Peel dated  Ju ly  11th, and in i t  he 
r e fe r re d  to  h is  canvass o f th e  borough, which suggested  th a t he had been in  th e  
town a t  le a s t  fo r a few days previously . The Free Press  in  i t s  e d i to r ia l  of th e  
same ed itio n  expressed i t s  astonishm ent th a t  th e  T ories in th e i r  d esp era tio n  had 
managed to  'ca tch  a s t r a y  Tory and have a c tu a lly  put him up fo r th e  Borough'. I t  
then ra th e r  cheekily  o ffe re d  th e  advice to  th e  T ories th a t they should 'hang on 
t ig h t ly  to  th e ir  cand idate  and not bleed him too  dry '.
P ee l's  tenuous connection w ith th e  borough s t i l l  rem ains to  be e s tab lish ed . 
Most contemporary re fe re n c e s  describe  him as  a man o f p ro p erty  and some r e f e r  
to  him owning e s ta te s  around Abingdon in  Berkshire. His c re d e n tia ls  as  a lo y a l 
Tory re s te d  on th e  fa c t th a t  he was 'n early  a l l ie d ' to  th e  le ad e r o f th e  party , 
namely S ir  Robert Peel, Bart. His cand ida tu re  may be explained by the  fac t 
th a t  h is  b ro th e r Joseph was a t  th e  same tim e stand ing  fo r  Tewkesbury. Local 
C onservatives, w ishing to  f ie ld  a second candidate , had se n t th re e  o f th e i r  
number up to  London to  ob ta in  a s u ita b le  man. Joseph a rr iv e d  in  Tewkesbury on 
3rd. Ju ly  in  th e  company o f h is  b ro th e r and i t  may have been a t  th i s  po in t th a t  
Jonathan decided to  s tan d  fo r  Cheltenham. Local Whigs remained d isparag in g  about 
th e  hopes o f two men so  b la ta n tly  a lie n  to  th e  two boroughs and a contem porary 
e le c tio n  ballad  e n t i t le d  simply 'Song', contained  th e  lin e s  :
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Peel had b e t te r  go down 
To some poor ro tte n  Town,
Take w ith him h is  kin from Tewkesbury;
They both see  w ith shame.
That th e ir  old Uncle's name 
A vails them but l i t t l e ,  i f  any, ’ '
P ee l's  campaign a ttack ed  Craven Berkeley on two main fro n ts . F ir s t  was th e  
no tion  th a t th e  T ories were th e  t ru e  h e irs  to  th e  claim of being th e  p a rty  of 
th e  Crown and the  Church. The Whigs, on th e  o th e r hand, were po rtrayed  as  the  
p a rty  o f Jews, C atholics and in f id e ls  and a s  such stood fo r  th e  d e s tru c tio n  o f 
th e  e s ta b lish e d  Church. B erkeley 's suspec ted  atheism  did not s tan d  him in  good 
s tead . N either too  did  th e  Whigs' support fo r  Daniel O 'Connell's I r is h  p a rty  who 
were in  the  eyes o f many 'th e  avowed and n a tu ra l enemies o f th e  Church'. Also 
quoted in th is  re sp ec t was B erkeley 's support fo r  Richard Shiel, I r is h  a g i ta to r ,  
M.P. fo r Louth County and O'Connell's co -founder o f the  C atholic A ssociation, and 
a man who was supposed to  have re fe rre d  to  th e  P ro te s ta n t Church as  a 'gorgeous 
nuisance '. For many e le c to rs , th e  only th in g  worse than an a th e is t  was a p o ssib le  
Pap ist sym pathiser, and Craven Berkeley was seeming dangerously c lo se  to  both.
One person determ ined to  keep re lig io n  a t  th e  fo re fro n t o f th e  tow n's 
p o li t ic s  was i t s  incumbent o f th e  p arish , th e  outspoken ev an g e lica l F rancis Close. 
D espite warnings from th e  Bishop o f G loucester th a t th e  c lergy  should  not 
involve them selves in  p o li t ic s . Close made freq u en t and determ ined a t ta c k s  on th e  
Berkeleys, whom he saw as  champions o f re lig io u s  d is se n t and s o c ia l l ib e r tin e s .  
For Close, good government and s o c ia l o rd er was th a t based on con serv a tiv e  
p rin c ip le s  and the  p re se rv a tio n  of th e  P ro te s ta n t ascendancy. In h is  sermons he
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thundered out ag a in st a range o f to p ics  from gambling, the  tow n's T heatre  and
the  races, to  Catholicism  and D issent, and he openly declaimed th a t  th e  Bible was
C onservative as was th e  Prayer book and L iturgy. In many ways th e  ra lly in g  of 
Cheltenham's T ories owed as  much to  i t s  c lergy  as  to  i t s  e le c tio n  agen ts. ' =
The o th e r fro n t on which Peel a ttack ed  Berkeley took a  le a f  out o f the  
ra d ic a ls ' book by claim ing th a t under Lord Segrave 's 'm isru le ' th e  borough and i t s  
e le c to rs  had lo s t  th e i r  freedom and p o l i t ic a l  Independence. A frequen t Tory tau n t, 
making re fe ren ce  to  B erkeley 's hunting  a c t iv i t ie s ,  was th a t  Cheltenham had become 
no more th a t a 'kennel borough'. Lord Segrave 's campaign fo r Cheltenham to  have 
re p re se n ta tio n  in  1832 was portrayed  by th e  T ories as  a cyn ical a ttem pt to  
c re a te  a s in g le  member borough which he would have l i t t l e  d if f ic u l ty  in
co n tro lling . The Reverend F.E. W itts recorded in h is  d ia ry  a m eeting he had w ith 
th e  Berkeley foxhounds during  which he was informed how much b en e fit had been 
conferred  on th e  town by His Lordship (Lord Segrave) having made i t  h is  
residence  in  the  w in ter and h ead q u arte rs  o f h is  hun ting  estab lishm en t, and
concludes w ith th e  observa tion  th a t a s  a r e s u l t ,  th e  Berkeley fam ily had been 
ab le  to  t r e a t  th e  town very much a s  a fam ily borough appendant to  th e  C astle. ' = 
Lord Segrave's a c t iv i t ie s  in  the  r e s t  o f th e  county were po rtrayed  as 
follows:
'His Lordship seems determ ined upon r iv a l l in g  th e  s e l f - s ty le d  
'R ep resen ta tive  of a l l  Ire lan d ' in  a sm all way, th a t i s  i f  not a s  the  
'R ep resen ta tive  o f a l l  England' a t  le a s t  as th e  'R ep resen ta tive  o f 
a l l  G lo u ceste rsh ire ', ' =
The T ories claimed th a t,  even by h is  own adm ission. Lord Segrave had spen t 
over £20,000 on secu rin g  h is  b ro th e rs ' r e tu rn  to  various s e a ts  w ith in  th e  County,
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and th a t th is  way he had held th e  v o te rs  o f th e  County in  bondage in  the  years 
s ince  th e  passing  of th e  Reform Bill.
More sp e c if ic a lly  though, fo r th e  f i r s t  tim e one o r two m a tte rs  o f party  
policy  emerge from what was e s s e n tia lly  a co n tes t o f w ealth  and perso n a lity . In 
an a ttem pt to  detach th e  ra d ic a l vo te  from th e  Whigs, th e  T ories poin ted  to  the  
d is a s tro u s  and b ru ta l  consequences o f th e  recen t Poor Law Amendment Act, which 
in  s e t t in g  up 'B a s ti le ' Unions in tim idated  th e  poor and s p l i t  up fam ilies  to  the  
ex ten t th a t husbands did not even know of th e i r  w ives' dea th s  u n t i l  a f te r  the  
b u ria l. The o th e r is su e  th a t was taken up by th e  T ories was th e  su b jec t of th e  
Corn Laws. I t  was pointed out by h is  opponents th a t Craven B erkeley 's promise to  
rep ea l th e se  Acts would be much to  the  detrim ent o f G lo u ces te rsh ire 's  farm ers.
The T ories ' main agent in  th e  borough was William L. Lawrence, J.P. and 
deputy L ieutenant o f th e  County, and owner of Sandywell Park, a s u b s ta n tia l  
p roperty  ju s t  o u ts id e  Cheltenham. Lawrence kept both Lord Ellenborough and 
F rancis Bonham re g u la r ly  informed of th e  p a r ty 's  a c t iv i t ie s  in  th e  town. In 
ad d itio n  Jonathan Peel was a s s is te d  in  h is  campaign by a committee chaired  by 
Captain Younghusband, a town commissioner and husband of Sarah Whinyates, 
daughter of one o f th e  town's leading m ilita ry  fam ilies.
A no tab le  fe a tu re  o f th e  period i s  th a t d e sp ite  B erkeley 's co n tro l of th e  
parliam entary  se a t,  a number o f T ories held o ff ic e  in  th e  tow n's lo c a l 
government. Among such men were Thomas Newell, Surgeon E x trao rd inary  to  George 
IV and a founder member of th e  True Blue Club, who held o f f ic e  on th e  Commission 
and th e  V estry, and Bransby Cooper, a lso  a founder member o f th e  True Blue Club, 
and P residen t o f th e  Board o f Health and a member of th e  Board o f Guardians. I t  
would seem th a t th e  inc reasing  number o f army and navy o f f ic e rs , p a r tic u la r ly
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tho se  r e t i r e d  from India, although recen t a r r iv a ls  to  th e  town, were quick to  
take up o ff ic e  in  lo c a l government. Such men, coupled w ith F rancis C lose's f ie rc e  
evan g e lica l Anglicanism, gave th e  T ories a s tro n g  base on which to  bu ild  th e ir  
lo ca l power and confidence.
A ttem pting to  break th e  monopoly o f th e  Berkeleys in  a  n a tio n a l e le c tio n  
though was ano ther m atter. The b iggest problem fo r th e  T ories was in  matching 
th e  la rg e  amounts o f money th a t Lord Segrave was ab le  to  spend on h is
candidates. In 1640 Lawrence w rote to  Ellenborough th a t lo c a l club funds had
been sh a tte re d  by having to  spend over £200 to  s t r ik e  o ff  some 600-700 Whig 
v o te rs  from the  r e g is te r ,  r e s u lt in g  in an o v e ra ll debt of between £200 and £300. 
Such f ig u re s  pale  in to  in s ig n ifican ce  alongside th e  thousands Lord Segrave was 
sa id  to  have employed.
Berkeley w ealth  could count in  o th e r  ways too. I t  was a frequen t complaint 
of th e  T ories th a t during  th e  canvass, B erkeley 's su p p o rte rs  had v is ite d  lo ca l 
tradesm en and made i t  c le a r  th a t Berkeley tra d e  would be taken elsew here i f  they 
should vote the  wrong way. Lord Segrave h im self made i t  q u ite  open th a t  should 
h is  b ro th e r not be re tu rn e d  he would remove h is  fox hounds from th e  town. Such 
an issu e  may not seem im portant to  us had i t  not been fo r th e  damage th e  T ories  
argued i t  did to  th e i r  vote.
The canvass and campaign of 1837 was a  re la t iv e ly  sh o rt a f f a i r .  P art o f th e  
reason  fo r th is  may have been, a s  th e  T ories  claimed, th a t Lord Segrave, as  Lord
L ieutenant, had kept th e  e le c to rs  in  ignorance o f th e  d a te  fixed  fo r  th e
d isso lu tio n  o f Parliam ent 'w ith  a view o f tak ing  them by s u rp r is e  in  th e  e le c tio n  
o f th e  n ex t'. Craven Berkeley 's presence in  th e  borough befo re  th e  p o ll was 
fa ir ly  low key. He announced h is  in te n tio n  to  s tan d  fo r th e  s e a t again  in  a sh o rt
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add ress a t  th e  beginning o f Ju ly  w ith a  prom ise to  pay the  e le c to rs  a personal 
v i s i t  sh o rtly , s ta t in g  h is  r e fu s a l  to  s t i r  up p o l i t ic a l  excitem ent u n t i l  th e  old 
King had been buried . In term s o f p o lic ie s  he merely s ta te d  th a t  he would
continue h is  's tead y  course* w ithout, a s  was no ticed  by The Free Press, making 
any re fe ren c e  to  w hether he proposed to  support th e  s e c re t b a llo t o r not.
B erkeley 's re lu c tan ce  to  g ive h is  w hole-hearted  support fo r  th i s  measure caused a 
dilemma fo r th e  tow n's ra d ic a ls  who, lik e  G askell, considered th a t  th e  Whigs were 
not t r u e  reform ers, and th a t  a Whig House would do them no good, bu t w ithout 
th e i r  own candidate were unable to  d ire c t ly  express th e i r  d iscon ten t.
F inally , Tory ta u n ts  about h is  re lig io u s  b e lie fs  sp u rred  Craven Berkeley
in to  response w ith th e  follow ing address:
'I  a lso  find  th a t in  many in s ta n ces  i t  has been h in ted  th a t I  am an 
enemy to  th e  e s ta b lish e d  Church. This I deny most f la t ly .  I  w ill 
y ie ld  to  no man in  my support o f th a t  Church in  th e  te n e ts  of which 
I  was brought up; but I am an enemy in  th e  s tro n g e s t sense  of 
the  word to  th e  abuses which now e x is t  in i t ' .
Berkeley a lso  agreed  w ith i t s  c r i t i c s  th a t th e  Poor Law Amendment Act had 
i t s  f a u l ts  but considered th e se  to  be in  th e  d e ta i l  and not in  th e  substance of 
the  Act and th a t a l l  th a t was needed in  th is  re sp e c t were some 'jud ic io u s
a l te ra t io n s '.
Some o f B erkeley 's su p p o rte rs  seem to  have been ra th e r  more outspoken than 
th e i r  candidate. A c e r ta in  C harles James Fox w rote to  th e  Cheltenham Chronicle on 
14th Ju ly  question ing  th e  s u i ta b i l i ty  o f B erkeley 's opponent to  rep re sen t 
Cheltenham. The Peels, he argued, were a fam ily o f commerce so  why did  they  not 
then s t ic k  to  rep re sen tin g  the  lik e s  o f M anchester o r Oldham? With more than a
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h in t of so c ia l snobbery d irec ted  a g a in s t the  nouveau rich e  o f business, Fox 
proclaimed th a t Cheltenham 's s ta p le  commodity was amusement and th a t Peel would 
be b es t re tu rn in g  to  h is  'snug l i t t l e  farm a t  Abingdon'.
O thers were even more a c tiv e  in  th e i r  support, fo r a lthough th e  Whig 
complaint had been th a t  by co n testin g  th e  borough th e  T ories were g u il ty  of 
smashing th e  p o l i t ic a l  and so c ia l t r a n q u i l l i ty  o f th e  town, contemporary 
observers  remarked th a t  i t  was B erkeley 's men r a th e r  than  P ee l's  who re so r te d  to  
'th e  low est, th e  most w itle s s , but th e  most m alevolent personal s c u r r i l i ty '.
Amongst th e  Tory com plaints ag a in st th e  way th e ir  opponents had conducted 
th e i r  campaign were the  following; no e le c to ra l  l i s t  being made av a ilab le  to  Peel 
when he f i r s t  a rriv ed  in the  town; Berkeley having completed h is  canvass before 
Peel had arrived ; s e v e ra l v o te rs  being to ld  by th e  Whigs th a t Peel never in tended 
to  s tan d  and had l e f t  town; th e  e le c tio n  having taken place befo re  some o f P eel's  
su p p o rte rs  had been ab le  to  re g is te r ;  th e  in tim id a tio n  of te n a n ts  and tradesm en 
and o f course Lord Segrave 's th re a t  to  remove h is  fox hounds from the  town.
In response to  th e se  ta c t ic s ,  th e  T ories in s tru c te d  th e i r  su p p o rte rs  on how 
to  r e g is te r  th e ir  vo te  and to  make su re  th a t  they had no o u ts tand ing  payments of 
poor r a te s  o r a sse sse d  tax es  which would d isq u a lify  them. They a lso  t r ie d  to  
provide encouragement w ith news o f th e i r  cand idates c o n te s tin g  C iren ceste r, 
G loucester, Tewkesbury and both d iv is io n s  o f th e  County. In a wave of 
unprecedented optimism, th e  death  blow to  Berkeley parliam entary  monopoly was 
now eagerly  aw aited  by T ories ac ro ss  th e  County. Some la s t  m inute a ttem p ts  in  
Cheltenham to  in g ra t ia te  Peel w ith th e  v o te rs  included making known h is  donations 
to  v arious c h a r i t ie s , such as  £10 to  th e  G eneral H ospital and £5 a p iece to  th e  
N ational School, th e  In fan t School and the  Female Orphan Asylum.
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The d a te  of th e  nomination was s e t  by J. S tra fo rd , th e  re tu rn in g  o ff ic e r , 
fo r  Monday 24th  Ju ly  a t  Reeve's r id in g  school. At th is  point some d esc rip tio n  of 
Cheltenham's system  o f open vo ting  might be allowed. Oddly enough i t  was th e  
C h a rtis t W. E. Adams who claimed th a t th e  b a llo t robbed e le c tio n s  o f th e ir  colour 
and p ic tu re sq u e n e ss -a n d —turned  them in to  humdrum a f f a i r s .  The follow ing is  
la rg e ly  based on h is  account o f th e  procedure th a t  e x is te d  in  th e  1830s and 
1840s. 19
A major p a rt o f th e  proceedings was th e  p a rty  parapherna lia , read ily  
produced th e  moment they were needed. Whig co lours were orange and green, and 
th e i r  f la g s  and banners hung a lo f t  in th e  tow n's s t r e e t s  and squares. Blue was 
the  Tory colour, but Adams says th a t they  were not as  o rgan ised  as  th e  Whigs, 
w ith fewer banners and few er bands. F ig h ts  between su p p o rte rs  o f both p a r t ie s  
were common, as  were black eyes and broken heads. The s t r e e t s  were o fte n  th e  
scene fo r chaos as  two processions met, n e ith e r  prepared to  g ive way. S tir r in g  
tim es, proclaimed Adams!
The f i r s t  form al b u siness o f th e  e le c tio n  was th e  nom ination a t  th e  
hu stin g s . A g re a t wooden s tru c tu re  was erec ted , divided in to  compartments fo r 
th e  re tu rn in g  o ff ic e r , h is  a s s is ta n t s  and th e  opposing cand idates. The su p p o rte rs  
would then  assem ble opposite  th e i r  can d id a te 's  compartment. When th e  cand idates  
appeared they were not ju s t  g ree ted  w ith c r ie s  and je e rs , bu t ro t te n  oranges, 
ro t te n  eggs, dead c a ts  and harder, le s s  unsavoury, m iss iles . The cand idates, 
having been proposed and seconded, a ttem pted  to  add ress th e  crowd. Hardly a word 
of th i s  would be heard  as  th e  two groups o f su p p o rte rs  shouted  down th e  r iv a l  
candidate . The re tu rn in g  o f f ic e r  then took a show o f hands which more o fte n  than  
not th e  defending cand idate  lo s t. This, however, was only a fo rm ality  before
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proceeding to  a po ll, fo r many o f th e  assem bled crowd did not possess th e  
fran ch ise  q u a lif ic a tio n . This way, says Adams, C h a rtis t cand idates were nominated 
not w ith the  idea o f succeeding a t th e  p o ll but merely fo r  the  opportun ity  of 
making a speech to  th e  populace.
Between the  nom ination and the  p o ll a ho st o f canvassers, m essengers and
w atchers were busy working fo r  both candidates. The number o f persons engaged in  
th e se  po sts , says Adams, f a r  outweighed th e  requirem ents of th e  cand idates  but 
was more o f a  sim ple and e f fe c t iv e  form o f b ribery . The work o f th e  c o n fid e n tia l 
p a rty  men was mainly involved in securing  more v o tes  by s p ir i t in g  them away from 
th e  opposite  side. Large sums were o ften  spen t on f re e  beer and b re a k fa s ts  fo r 
v o te rs  on po lling  day, and the  candidate who was n iggard ly  in  providing th e se  
was g en era lly  defeated .
On th e  day o f th e  p o ll e x c itin g  scenes o fte n  took p lace around th e  booths. 
The p o ll opened a t  e ig h t and closed a t  fou r and i f  needed was spread  over two
days (or longer i f  needed). Hourly re tu rn s  o f the  s t a t e  of th e  poll, i f  th e
co n test was close, would a lso  cause increased  sp ecu la tio n  and excitem ent. When 
the  p o ll was completed th e  re tu rn in g  o f f ic e r  made h is  d ec la ra tio n . The su p p o rte rs  
of th e  losing  cand idate  would then q u it th e  f ie ld  leaving  c e leb ra tio n s  to  th e
v ic to r, who th e  follow ing day would be chaired  around th e  town in  g re a t s ty le
accompanied again  by bands and banners. In some cases, i f  th e  d e fea ted  cand idate  
was unhappy w ith th e  way the  re s u l t  had been reached, he could send a p e t it io n  
to  th e  House of Commons, which i f  i t  f e l t  th e re  had been a m iscarriage  o f ju s t ic e  
could dec lare  th e  e le c tio n  n u ll and void and fo rce  a new one.
We w ill have ano ther, more d e ta ile d , chance to  study  th e  workings o f an 
e lec tio n  in  chap ter f iv e  but fo r  now th e  f in a l  word w ill be given to  S ir  James
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Tynte Agg-Gardner, la te r  M.P. fo r  th e  town, w ritin g  in  th e  1860s. He pointed out 
th a t th e  gen era l cost o f an e le c tio n  under th e  old system  (i.e. th a t which 
operated  in  th e  1830s and 1840s) was about s ix  tim es th e  cost i t  was under the  
new ru le s  which p roh ib ited  c e r ta in  expenses.
The 1837 e le c tio n  was not perhaps th e  s t i r r in g  a f f a i r  th a t  Adams might
have hoped for, maybe because th e re  was no ra d ic a l o r C h a rtis t candidate. The 
Whigs and T ories agreed beforehand th a t  th e i r  su p p o rte rs  would f i l l  h a lf  th e  
r id in g  school each. O utside anxious sp e c ta to rs  p ressed  a t  th e  windows. The 
re tu rn in g  o f f ic e r  read  out th e  w rit o f th e  e le c tio n  and Craven Berkeley was 
proposed by Mr. W. Evans and seconded by Mr. G. Williams. The T ories  a ttem pted  to  
shout down Williams but when Mr. Sherwood and Captain Lloyd proposed and 
seconded Jonathan Peel hard ly  a word could be heard a t a l l  u n t i l  Berkeley 
quie tened  h is  own su p p o rte rs . A fter th is  both cand idates made speeches, Berkeley 
claimed to  be a frien d  of th e  Church w h ils t Peel ca lled  on th e  e le c to rs  to  prove 
them selves 'not s lav es  in a ro tte n  borough' by vo ting  fo r him. The next day fiv e  
booths opened a t e ig h t o'clock. I n i t ia l ly  th e  T ories kept up but by th e  end of 
th e  day th e  p o ll closed  a t  632 to  Berkeley to  298 to  Peel. The p o ll remained a t 
th is  f ig u re  on th e  Wednesday and th e  re tu rn in g  o f f ic e r  declared  Berkeley e lec te d  
and th a t th e  p o ll was th e  b est he had seen ca rr ied  on w ith b e t te r  s p i r i t  and 
w ith more good humour than any o ther, and which did c re d it to  both p a r tie s .
The chairing  then  took place w ith Berkeley c a rr ied  on a ch a ir  covered in  
green ve lvet trimmed w ith orange, pu lled  in  a ca rr iag e  drawn by s ix  b e a u tifu l 
g rey  ho rses each w earing a ro s e t te  o f orange and green. He was accompanied by a 
band and banners bearing  th e  legends 'Berkeley is  our choice and make no m istake' 
and 'Berkeley and L iberty '. On a le s s  good humoured no te  however, i t  was s ta te d
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th a t th e  windows o f P ee l's  committee room were smashed by 'a  person o f low and 
m alicious ch a rac te r '.
The Free Press  a s  one might expect, was q u ite  outspoken w ith joy a t  the  
d e fea t o f th e  Tory candidate . I t s  e d i to r ia l  c a rr ie d  th e  observation  th a t:
'The T ories a re  r ig h t ly  served  fo r  th e i r  mean and fo u l conduct in  th is
co n test. Their proven in tim idation  and th e i r  reck le ss  u n tru th s  and th e ir  
p a ltry  and b igo ted  a t ta c k s  were w ell worthy o f th a t black and base 
c h a ra c te r they have borne fo r c e n tu r ie s '
At th e  same tim e i t  gave a modified welcome to  Craven B erkeley 's re tu rn ,
re lu c ta n tly  po in ting  out th a t:
'th e  re s is ta n c e  of Craven Berkeley to  any promise fo r  th e  b a llo t having 
reduced the  number of th o se  who would unquestionably  o therw ise  have 
given him th e ir  support, proves how contem ptible and in s ig n if ic a n t is  
th e  re b e l fac tio n  on th e  town.'
For th e  tim e being, The Free Press  h a iled  Craven Berkeley, a p a r t from h is
opposition  to  the  s e c re t b a llo t, w ith i t s  s in c e re  and co rd ia l p leasu re .
The Tory p re ss  t r ie d  to  put a brave face on m a tte rs  claim ing th a t  they  had 
shaken the  p o l i t ic a l  dom ination of the  Berkeley fam ily to  i t s  very cen tre  and 
th a t th e re  was always a next time. The Cheltenham J o u m a rs  view was th a t they 
might not have beaten  Berkeley o r have removed from th e  Spa th e  stigm a o f being 
a  ro t te n  borough, but th a t much had been done to  em ancipate th e  town from 
p o li t ic a l  bondage . and th a t ano ther e le c tio n  would bring  a C onservative 
rep re sen ta tiv e .
As has already  been s ta te d  though, th e  T ories were f a r  from happy as  to  
the  way Berkeley had conducted h is  campaign and they were under no il lu s io n s
- 79 -
th a t  h is  success was in  th e  main due m ostly to  Lord SegravesV f in a n c ia l 
ex ertio n s . There were a lso  su sp ic ions th a t  many who had voted fo r  Berkeley had 
in  fa c t p rev iously  fo r fe i te d  th e ir  q u a lif ic a tio n  fo r th e  ex e rc ise  o f th e  vote. 
H enceforth th e  a c t iv i t ie s  o f th e  Tory agent s tre s s e d  th e  removal o f such v o te rs  
from th e  e le c to ra l  l i s t s .  The T ories a lso  took encouragement from th e  number o f 
v o te rs  who had promised th e ir  support should th e  co n test be a  c lo se  one.
One s id e  is su e  o f th e  1837 e le c tio n  was a duel fought between Craven 
Berkeley and Captain Younghusband, P ee l's  committee chairman. Berkeley had ca lled  
P ee l's  conduct 'f a ls e ' during  th e  e lec tio n  and Captain Younghusband had wanted 
th is  remark re tra c te d . Berkeley had re fu sed  and 'an a f f a i r  o f honour' was 
arranged. The two p a r t ie s  met in  a f ie ld  a t  Arle, ju s t  o u ts id e  th e  town. Last 
minute a ttem p ts  to  reach an accommodation were to  no a v a il a s  Berkeley re fu sed  
to  r e t r a c t  h is  remark. Shots were f ire d  but n e ith e r  s id e  was in jured ; however 
Younghusband, honour being s e t t le d ,  agreed  to  te rm in a te  th e  a f f a i r .  This duel 
preluded a more famous one between Berkeley and Captain George Boldero, M.P. fo r 
Chippenham, fought in  Ju ly  1842 and brought about by C aptain Boldero having made 
some d is re s p e c tfu l rem arks about th e  Queen.
The 1837 g en e ra l e le c tio n  was a m ilestone fo r  th e  Tory p a rty  both 
n a tio n a lly  and locally . P ro fesso r Gash in  fa c t reg a rd s  i t  as  a c ru c ia l po in t in 
th e  recovery of th e  party . D espite th is  th e re  was l i t t l e  o v e ra ll change in  th e  
county re p re se n ta tio n  o f G lo u ceste rsh ire  w ith both the  e a s te rn  and w estern  
d iv is io n s  each re tu rn in g , a s  in 1835, a Whig and a Tory.
In G lo u ces te rsh ire 's  boroughs, the  c i ty  o f G loucester i t s e l f  provided the  
most in te re s t in g  re tu rn , w ith Craven B erkeley 's b ro ther, Maurice, lo s in g  h is  s e a t 
to  H. Hope, a Tory and John P h illp o tts , an independent Whig. One o f P h illp o tts '
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main con ten tions had been th a t he was a lo c a l candidate  w ith g re a t experience in 
lo c a l a f f a i r s ,  and was not merely o f 'some favoured c a s te  o r fam ily'.
Tewkesbury remained a shared  borough, d e sp ite  th e  p a rty  f ie ld in g  Joseph 
Peel as  a second Tory candidate. The f in a l  s t a t e  o f th e  Tewkesbury p o ll was 219 
v o tes to  Dowdeswell, th e  s i t t in g  Tory candidate; M artin, th e  Whig candidate , 192
vo tes and Peel, 169 vo tes. Some contem poraries were o f the  view th a t  had Peel
commenced h is  canvass a t  th e  same tim e as  th e  o th e r cand idates, th e re  would have 
been a t r a n s fe r  o f promised vo tes which would have given him a  m ajority  over 
Martin. The problem fo r Peel was th a t a s  Tewkesbury was a double member 
constituency  a number o f p o te n tia l  'plum pers' fo r th e  T ories (i.e. those  v o te rs  
leav ing  th e i r  second vo te  unused) had promised th e ir  second vo te  to  M artin not 
aware th a t a second Tory candidate would be fie lded .
C iren ceste r remained a s a fe  Tory s e a t re tu rn in g  two Tory cand idates, 
whereas S troud s tay ed  a sa fe  Whig s e a t in th e  hands o f Lord John R usse ll and 
George Scrope, a lthough i t s  f i r s t  Tory candidate . Sergeant John Adams, did manage
to  pick up some 297 votes. The only new Whig success in  th e  county came in
B ris to l where Craven B erkeley 's b ro ther, F rancis Henry (a man who affo rd ed  The 
Free P ress  and refo rm ers a lik e  'much s a t i s f a c t io n  fo r h is  pledge to  th e  b a llo t ') , 
d efea ted  the  second Tory candidate , thereby  p reserv ing  Lord Segrave 's  nomination 
o f a t  le a s t  th re e  M.P.s.
In Cheltenham th e  T ories had been caught re la t iv e ly  unprepared and w ithout 
a lo c a l candidate , but even so had s t i l l  managed to  put up a  re sp e c ta b le  f ig h t. 
They now had e f fe c tiv e  lo c a l o rg an isa tio n  in  p lace and im portant lo c a l backing, 
both lay  and c le r ic a l ,  and were coming to  rep re sen t, more so than th e  Whigs, 
those  im portant groups w ith in  borough so c ie ty  in which p o l i t ic a l  power resided ,
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namely th e  gen try , th e  Church and th e  tow n's commissioners. A degree of Tory 
support from the  working q u a r te rs  o f th e  town might a lso  be suggested  by the  
Reverend W itts ' observation  th a t many of 'low er o rd e rs ' were now flocking to  th e  
p a rish  church to  hear th e  o fte n  lengthy sermons o f F rancis Close.
However, th e  T ories  a s  yet lacked two im portant in g red ien ts  to  success in 
Cheltenham: a cand idate  o f s u f f ic ie n t  s o c ia l s ta tu r e  and stan d in g  to  match th e  
Berkeley fam ily and, perhaps more im portan tly , s u f f ic ie n t campaign funds to  
d e fea t not only Lord Segrave 's candidate but a lso  h is  purse.
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CHAPTER FOUR.
'THE LORDS ARE THE WHIGS -  A BREWER THE TORY': 
lo c a l  government and th e  g e n e ra l e l e c t io n  o f 1841.
The e a r ly  1840s saw in  Cheltenham  no t o n ly  a grow ing d is i l lu s io n m e n t  
w ith  th e  B erke ley  Whigs, but an in c re a s e  in  th e  p o la r i s a t io n  of 
p o l i t i c a l  f e e l in g  w ith in  th e  borough. The l a t t e r  was e s p e c i a l l y  ev id e n t 
in  th r e e  p a r t i c u l a r  ways. F i r s t  was th e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f Rev. F ra n c is  
C lose, scou rge  of B erk e ley s  and r a d i c a l s  a l ik e ,  who b rought a se n se  of 
m oral suprem acy to  th e  Tory cause  in  th e  town. Second was th e  in c re a s in g  
s ig n i f i c a n c e  C heltenham  h e ld  as  a c e n t r e  o f C hartism  and Owenism, not 
on ly  l o c a l ly  but n a t io n a l ly .  T h ird  was in c re a s e d  d is s e n s io n  in  th e  
to w n 's  system  o f lo c a l  governm ent, more o f te n  th a n  not a lo n g  p a r ty  
l in e s .  As I have a lre a d y  touched  on th e  r a d ic a l  -  c l e r i c a l  c o n f l i c t ,  I 
sh o u ld  now l i k e  to  c o n s id e r  in  more d ep th  th e  t h i r d  o f th e s e  and exam ine 
i t s  e f f e c t  on th e  G eneral E le c tio n  o f 1841.
The f i r s t  e f f e c t i v e  lo c a l  governm ent in  C heltenham  d a te d  back to  
1786 v^en an Act was passed  a p p o in tin g  com m issioners to  make changes 
e s s e n t i a l  fo r  th e  mushrooming developm ent o f th e  town. A lthough th e  
V estry  Committee was a th r iv in g  i n s t i t u t i o n ,  m an o ria l power had 
v i r t u a l l y  d isa p p e a re d  in  Cheltenham . The Act made p ro v is io n  f o r  th e  
appoin tm ent o f 58 com m issioners (whose q u a l i f i c a t i o n  was r e a l  e s t a t e  to  
th e  v a lu e  o f £400 o r an annual r e n t  o f £40) who were empowered to  r a i s e  
an annual r a te .  T h e ir  work was m ain ly  concerned  w ith  th e  upkeep and 
b u ild in g  o f ro ad s , l i g h t in g  and pav ing , and was s u p e rv is e d  by o f f i c i a l s
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in c lu d in g  a t r e a s u r e r ,  c le r k  and su rv ey o r.
B ecause a t te n d a n c e  a t  t h e i r  m ee tin g s  was o f te n  low, and perhaps 
because  th e  Com m issioners were ap p o in te d  and not e le c te d ,  a f t e r  t h e i r  
i n i t i a l  o u tb u rs t  o f en thusiasm , l i t t l e  was ach ieved . In  1806 a  new Act 
was passed  r a i s i n g  th e  number o f C om m issioners to  72 and fo r  making 
app o in tm en ts  from  p ro fe s s io n a l  men w i l l in g  to  se rv e , v o lu n ta r i l y  and in  
th e  to w n 's  i n t e r e s t s .  However, a s  th e y  became more a c t iv e  in  im proving 
th e  town, so  th e  r a t e  went up, and by 1811 i t  s to o d  a t  2 /6 d  in  th e  £1. 
An Act o f 1821 in c re a s e d  th e  C om m issioners' powers f u r th e r  and th e y  were 
th e n  a b le  to  s t a r t  on more am b itio u s  schem es such a s  gas  l ig h t in g ,  a 
town sew er and a town p o l ic e  fo rc e .
I t  might seem th a t  such  an ' im prov ing ' body would have been welcomed 
by a l l  in  th e  town. However, by many th e y  were c o n s id e re d  an unpopu la r 
o lig a rc h y . Not th e  l e a s t  rea so n  fo r  t h i s  u n p o p u la r i ty  was th e  f a c t  th a t  
th e y  were u n e le c te d , th e y  den ied  th e  p u b lic  a c c e s s  to  t h e i r  m ee tin g s  and 
th e y  re fu s e d  to  make p u b lic  t h e i r  acc o u n ts . J e a lo u s  o f t h e i r  powers th e y  
had r e je c te d  any s u g g e s tio n  th a t  C heltenham  might have an e le c te d  town 
c o u n c il a long  th e  l i n e s  o f th a t  p roposed  by th e  M unicipal C o rp o ra tio n s  
Act o f 1835. A lthough th e  p a r ty  l i n e s  w ere by no means c l e a r  cu t what 
made m a tte rs  s h a rp e r  was th a t  th e  m a jo r i ty  o f C om m issioners were Tory -  
m ain ly  drawn from  th e  to w n 's  m i l i t a r y  and n av a l o f f i c e r s ,  such  a s  
C ap ta in  R obert Younghusband and th e  group th a t  opposed them m ain ly  
L ib e ra ls ,  such  a s  James Boodle s e c r e ta r y  o f th e  L ib e ra l  A ss o c ia tio n  o r 
p ro g re s s iv e  r a d i c a l s  such  a s  Samuel H arper, e d i to r  o f th e  Free P ress, 
and member o f th e  V estry  com m ittee.
As Cheltenham  co n tin u e d  to  grow th e  C om m issioners hoped to  in c re a s e  
t h e i r  powers and ex ten d  th e  r a t e  to  th e  new p r iv a te  e s t a t e s  such  a s
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Joseph  P i t t ' s  P i t t v i l l e  th a t  had sp rung  up around th e  town. To do so  th e
Com m issioners d ec id ed  in  1839 to  ap p ly  fo r  a new Act. T h is  p ro p o sa l was
met by much o p p o s it io n  from  Boodle and th e  L ib e ra ls  who th e n  drew up a 
p e t i t i o n  w ith  some 2368 s ig n a tu r e s .  The Com m issioners c o u n te re d  w ith  
t h e i r  own p e t i t i o n  o f 543 s ig n a tu r e s .  A lthough th e  opponen ts o f th e  B i l l  
had more names th e  C om m issioners c la im ed  th a t  t h e i r  s ig n a tu r e s  
re p re s e n te d  r a te - p a y e r s  c o n t r ib u t in g  some 1 3 /1 4 th  o f th e  to w n 's  r a te .
The B i l l  l e f t  Lord Segrave and h i s  b ro th e r  Craven B erk e ley  in  an
u n en v iab le  s i t u a t io n .  O bviously  f u r th e r  c l a r i f i c a t i o n  o f th e  
C om m issioners' powers was needed i f  th e y  were to  ta c k le  th e  demands 
p la c e d  on them, but many L ib e ra ls  were opposed to  th e  B i l l  and th e  
B erk e ley s  might e a s i l y  a l i e n a t e  t h e i r  own s u p p o r te rs .  As th e  to w n 's  
M. P. , Craven B erk e ley  ag reed  to  in tro d u c e  th e  B i l l  i n to  th e  House but 
co u ld  not p ledge  h i s  f u r th e r  su p p o rt f o r  i t .  One p a r t i c u l a r  c la u s e  th a t  
angered  th e  L ib e ra ls  was th e  C om m issioners' demand fo r  p lu r a l  v o tin g , 
and t h e i r  in s i s t e n c e  on t h i s  c la u s e  made a compromise im p o ss ib le . 
I r o n ic a l ly ,  th e  most e f f e c t i v e  o p p o s it io n  to  th e  B i l l  came from  Joseph  
P i t t  and o th e r  Tory p ro p e r ty  owners who d id  no t w ish to  s e e  th e  power o f 
th e  Com m issioners ex ten d  to  t h e i r  own p r iv a t e  e n c la v e s  w ith in  th e  town. 
The B i l l ,  d e s p i te  v a r io u s  amendments and com prom ises, was e v e n tu a l ly  
d e fe a te d  by n in e  v o te s , h av ing  o n ly  sp en t th r e e  days in  th e  House of 
Commons, on one o f which i t  was cla im ed , no b u s in e s s  was done anyway!
A lthough th e  a ttem p t to  ex ten d  t h e i r  powers had f a i l e d ,  th e  
Com m issioners were s t i l l  l e f t  w ith  th e  need to  r a i s e  enough in  th e  r a t e s  
to  m a in ta in  such  e s s e n t i a l  s e r v ic e s  a s  th e  £993 needed to  pay f o r  th e  
to w n 's  f i r e  s e rv ic e .  B ecause money was a lre a d y  owing in  te rm s o f 
c o n t r a c t s  to  th e  gas company and p o l ic e  wages, th e  Com m issioners had had
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to  borrow  £1,885 a t  4%% from  th e  County o f G lo u c e s te r  Bank. T h e ir  
e s tim a te d  expense fo r  paving , c le a n s in g , w atch ing  and s c a v e n g e r 's  work 
under th e  a c t (1786) was about £2 ,400 . '  To meet t h i s  c o s t on 3 rd
Jan u ary  1840 th e y  d ec id ed  to  r a i s e  a r a t e  o f 9d in  th e  £1, T h is  tim e 
t h e i r  opponents a tte m p te d  to  th w art th e  power of th e  Com m issioners by 
c o n te s t in g  t h e i r  r ig h t  t o  r a i s e  such  a r a te .  What fo llo w ed  was an a t 
tim es  co n fu s in g  and bad tem pered e p iso d e  th a t  c e r t a in l y  d id  th e  town no 
b e n e f i t  and in  f a c t  was seen  a s  dam aging t o  B e rk e le y 's  h o ld  over th e  
r e p r e s e n ta t io n  o f th e  borough.
In  what seems to  have been a f a i r l y  d e l ib e r a t e  and o rg a n iz e d  ' s e t ­
up' th e  n o to r io u s  "F le e c e  r i o t s "  took  p la c e . At th e  b eg in n in g  o f March 
1840 th e  Commissioners met a t  th e  F le e c e  Inn  v ^ e re  th e y  w ere h e a r in g  
r a t i n g  ap p ea ls . One such  ap p ea l was from  a P h i l ip  S tr ic k la n d ,  a p a in te r  
o f 36, B ath S t r e e t ,  and was p re se n te d  in  th e  form  o f a p r in te d  a d d re s s  
which c o n ta in e d  some e ig h t grounds of ap p ea l. The ap p ea l c la im ed  th a t  
th e  r a t e  was not n e c e ssa ry , i t  was g r e a t e r  th a n  th a t  r e q u ire d  by th e  
Act, th a t  th e  Com m issioners had sp en t and borrowed money i l l e g a l l y  and 
th a t  th e  r a t e  was be in g  c o l le c te d  r e t r o s p e c t iv e ly  to  pay o f f  o ld  
d e b ts . A crowd had g a th e re d  to  w itn e ss  S tr ic k la n d  and o th e r s  p re se n t
t h e i r  a p p ea ls . In  f a c t  i t  was re p o r te d  th a t  a  c e r t a in  Malone (v#io
som etim es a c te d  as  a ru n n e r f o r  Mr W. H. Gyde, a s o l i c i t o r  and L ib e ra l  
s u p p o r te r , who had r e c e n t ly  opposed th e  new Town B i l l )  was s ta n d in g  a t 
th e  c o rn e r  o f H e n r ie t ta  S t r e e t  h and ing  out p r in te d  a p p e a ls  to  a l l  who 
w ished to  s ig n  them. M a tte rs  were made w orse by th e  f a c t  th a t  th e  
C om m issioners w ere on ly  l e t t i n g  th o s e  p re s e n t in g  a p p e a ls  in t o  th e  
cham bers one a t  a tim e, where, i t  was s ta t e d ,  th e y  were c ro ss-ex am in ed . 
The crowd o u ts id e  grew angry  and im p a tie n t and f e e l in g  th a t  th e y  had
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been sh u t out o f p ro cee d in g s  e v e n tu a l ly  b u rs t  in  on th e  Com m issioners 
w ith  sh o u ts  o f 'r o b b e r s  and th i e v e s '.
A lthough no b o d ily  harm was b e in g  done th e  Com m issioners f e l t  
an x io u s  enough to  pack up t h e i r  b e lo n g in g s  and c a l l  out th e  p o lic e .  The 
p o l ic e  were unab le  to  d is p e l  th e  crowd and th e  C om m issioners were fo rced  
(somewhat th a n k fu l ly )  to  c lo s e  t h e i r  m eeting. One r e p o r t  s t a t e d  th a t  th e  
a p p e l la n t s  th e n  e le c te d  a C h a r t i s t  t a i l o r  i n to  th e  c h a i r  and p assed  a 
v o te  o f ce n su re  on th e  Com m issioners, however th e r e  i s  l i t t l e  ev id en ce  
th a t  th o se  p re s e n t were C h a r t is t  in  any way. ®
The "F le e c e  R io ts"  a s  th e y  became known le d  to  th e  a r r e s t  and t r i a l  
o f s e v e ra l  townsmen a t  th e  a s s iz e s  in  G lo u c e s te r . L ib e r a ls  commented 
d is p a ra g in g ly  on th e  f a c t  th a t  'T o ry  m a levo lence ' had blown p ro cee d in g s  
out o f a l l  p ro p o r tio n  by not l e t t i n g  th e s e  c a s e s  be h ea rd  a t  th e  lo c a l
m a g is t r a te s ' c o u r t and th e  men h av in g  th e  'h e a v y  m a tte r  o f th e  t r i a l
kep t hang ing  over t h e i r  heads f o r  a y e a r '.  The ca se  fo r  th e  
d e fen d a n ts , when i t  was e v e n tu a l ly  h ea rd  on A p ril 5 th  1841 a t
G lo u c e s te r , h inged  m ain ly  on th e  f a c t  th a t  th e  ' r i o t '  was not
p rem e d ita ted , th a t  th e  a c t io n s  o f th e  Com m issioners had made m a tte rs  
w orse and th a t  no b o d ily  harm o r damage to  p ro p e r ty  had been done. Baron 
Gurney p re s id e d  over th e  c a se  w ith  a 's p e c i a l  ju r y ' and th e  C heltenham  
s o l i c i t o r ,  W. H. Gyde, a c te d  fo r  th e  d e fe n d a n ts . D e sp ite  c la im s  from  th e  
Com m issioners th a t  th e y  had been in t im id a te d  and jo s t l e d ,  o n ly  two of 
th e  d e fe n d a n ts  were found g u i l ty ,  a Mr. Bidmead and Mr. Spackman, who 
bo th  re c e iv e d  a  m o n th 's  im prisonm ent and Bidmead an a d d i t io n a l  £10 f in e .  
C laim s th a t  many o f th o se  who had been p re se n t a t  th e  r i o t  had no t been 
r a t e  p ay ers  were deemed not to  be r e le v a n t  a s  a l l  th o s e  on t r i a l  were. 
In  f a c t  t h e i r  o c c u p a tio n s  (p a in te r ,  plum ber, a u c t io n e e r ,  tradesm an,
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g re s n g ro c e r  and c u r r i e r )  g iv e  us some id e a  o f th o se  c l a s s e s  which tended  
to  su p p o rt th e  L ib e r a ls  in  th e  town, namely th e  s k i l l e d  w orking and 
f in a n c ia l ly  independen t m id d lin g  ran k s, ® In  o p p o s it io n  to  th e  
Com m issioners th e  L ib e ra ls  made l i g h t  o f th e  ch a rg e s  ( th e  r e s u l t  of 
'T o ry  m a le v o le n c e ')  by f e t i n g  Bidmead th ro u g h  th e  s t r e e t s  o f Cheltenham  
and honouring  him w ith  a p u b lic  d in n e r  a t  The Lamb a f t e r  h i s  r e le a s e .  ®
One s ig n i f i c a n t  p o in t th a t  does emerge from  th e  ev id en ce  h ea rd  a t 
th e  t r i a l  was th a t  p a r ty  f e e l in g  was ru n n in g  h ig h  bo th  th e n  and a t  th e  
tim e o f th e  r i o t .  The ' r i o t e r s '  were s a id  to  have sh o u ted  'T o ry  ro b b e rs , 
Tory th i e v e s ' and th e  chairm an o f th e  Com m issioners, M ajor Askew, was 
grabbed  by Bidmead who s a id  to  him, ' I am astounded  to  see  you keep such 
company: you a re  now as  bad a s  th e s e  Tory f e l lo w s '.  Given i t s  tim in g  o f 
j u s t  a few months b e fo re  th e  e l e c t i o n  o f 1841 th e  t r i a l  co u ld  o n ly  have 
se rv ed  to  have r a i s e d  bo th  p a r ty  and s o c ia l  te n s io n s  s t i l l  h ig h e r  in  th e  
borough.
S h o r tly  a f t e r  th e  even t i t s e l f ,  on Thursday 9 th  March 1840 a number 
o f opponents to  th e  Com m issioners c a l l e d  a m eeting  a t  th e  Athenaeum 
which was a t te n d e d  by over 150. The Rev. J e n k in  Thomas was e le c te d  to  
th e  c h a i r  and a number o f r e s o lu t io n s  were passed . George Rowe, a 
founder member o f th e  L ib e ra l  A sso c ia tio n  and a sh a re h o ld e r  in  th e  
L ib e ra l  Cheltenham Examine^ p o in te d  ou t th a t  th e  new B i l l  would have 
c o s t some £2 ,900  w hereas th e  p re se n t one on ly  c o s t £1 ,200  and th e n  drew 
a t t e n t i o n  to  th e  f a c t  th a t  Mr. Roy ( th e  C om m issioner's  p a r lia m e n ta ry  
agen t and p o te n t i a l  Tory e l e c t i o n  c a n d id a te )  was c h a rg in g  £1 ,500  f o r  
h i s  g e n e ra l expenses. The chairm an asked  i f  th e r e  was a Com m issioner 
p re se n t who w ished to  put t h e i r  s id e  o f th e  argument but none came 
forw ard. Mr. B u lg in  proposed  th a t  a com m ittee sho u ld  be formed to  ap p ea l
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to  th e  Q u a rte r  S e s s io n s  a g a in s t  th e  r a t e  and Mr. D allaw ay cen su red  th e  
Com m issioners fo r  no t p u b lis h in g  t h e i r  a cc o u n ts  and fo r  ru n n in g  up d e b ts  
o f £3,000; bo th  m otions were c a r r i e d  unanim ously. ^
The ap p ea l e v e n tu a l ly  came b e fo re  th e  Q u a rte r  S e ss io n s  in  A p ril and 
th e  ca se  was h ea rd  w ith  much lo c a l  i n t e r e s t  w ith  many m a g is tr a te s  
in c lu d in g  Lord S egrave and Craven B erk e ley  b e in g  p re s e n t.  E vidence was 
h ea rd  w ith  Mr. T a lb o t and Mr. Gyde le a d in g  th e  a p p e l l a n t 's  c a se  and Mr. 
K elly  and Mr. G reaves th a t  o f th e  Com m issioners. The C om m issioners' main 
d efen ce  a g a in s t  th e  ch a rg e s  r e l a t i n g  to  S tr ic k la n d  was th a t  th e y  were in  
f a c t  h e a r in g  a p p e a ls  b e fo re  th e  m eeting  was in te r r u p te d  and th a t  th e  
v a l i d i t y  o f S t r i c k l a n d 's  c a se  was weak in  th a t  b e in g  a p r in te d  handout, 
i t  was not o f an in d iv id u a l  n a tu re . T h e ir  view  on th e  e v e n ts  th a t  day 
was th a t  th e  whole th in g  had been s ta g e  managed.
A fte r  an adjournm ent J . Cox, C le rk  to  th e  C om m issioners, put th e  
c a se  fo r  a n e c e ssa ry  e x p e n d itu re  of £3 ,000 , which in c lu d e d  such  item s  a s  
£446 fo r  th e  p o l ic e  and £397 fo r  th e  f i r e  eng ine; even l i g h t in g  th e  town 
c lo ck , he to ld  th e  c o u r t ,  c o s t £60. The ca se  o f th e  Com m issioners found 
some sympathy w ith  th e  chairm an o f th e  c o u rt and some fo u r  o th e r  
m a g is tr a te s  but th e y  were o u tv o ted  by Lord S egrave, C raven B erk e ley  and 
e ig h t  o th e rs  (o f whom i t  was l a t e r  im p lie d  were p e rso n a l f r i e n d s  o f th e  
b ro th e r s ,  most o f them h av in g  ' l a t e l y  been put in  th e  com m ission of 
peace by Lord S egrave h im s e l f  >. ® The r e s u l t  o f th e  h e a r in g , much to  
th e  dismay o f th e  Com m issioners, was th a t  th e  r a t e  was quashed and a new 
one was o rdered .
U nable to  pay t h e i r  em ployees th e  Com m issioners had to  la y  o f f  th e  
p o l ic e  fo rc e  (not a bad th in g  in  some p e o p le 's  eyes a s  C heltenham  w ith  
i t s  b lu e  co a ted  p o l ic e  o f f i c e r s  had a c q u ire d  th e  look  o f a  g a r r is o n
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tow n). The gas company p re s s in g  fo r  payment th e n  th re a te n e d  to  cu t o f f  
th e  to w n 's  su p p ly  i f  i t  was not pa id . In  A p ril 1840 th e  Com m issioners
t r i e d  a s  a f i n a l  m easure an app ea l d i r e c t  to  th e  Court o f Q ueen 's  Bench,
where Lord C h ie f J u s t i c e  Denman re v e rs e d  th e  d e c is io n  o f  th e  G lo u c e s te r
m a g is tr a te s  and e s ta b l i s h e d  th e  C om m issioners' le g a l  r ig h t  to  r a i s e  a
r a te .  In  e f f e c t  th e  C om m issioners emerged from  t h e i r  s e tb a c k  w ith  
in c re a s e d  powers and th e  town re c o v e re d  q u ic k ly . The r a t e  was c o l le c te d ,  
th e  p o l ic e  re-em ployed  and th e  gas b i l l  p a id ! However, th e  one perso n  to  
emerge r a th e r  l e s s  s u c c e s s f u l ly  from  th e  whole a f f a i r  was Craven 
B erkeley . D e sp ite  h i s  c la im s  th a t  he had a c te d  w ith  th e  b e s t i n t e r e s t  of 
th e  r a te - p a y e r s  a t  h e a r t ,  B erkeley  found h im se lf  under a t ta c k  th roughou t 
h i s  e l e c t io n  canvass, bo th  by th e  C o n se rv a tiv e  and r a d ic a l  p re s s , fo r  
h i s  p a r t  in  th e  d e fe a t o f th e  Town B i l l  and th e  a tte m p te d  q u ash in g  of 
th e  r a te .
P re d ic ta b ly  th e  now Tory Cheltenham C h ron icle  c a l l e d  h i s  a c t io n  a 
sham eful in s ta n c e  o f p u b lic  i n t e r e s t  s a c r i f i c e d  to  in d iv id u a l  
s e l f i s h n e s s .  The d e fe a t o f th e  Town B i l l ,  i t  was c la im ed , had i n f l i c t e d  
g re a t  and l a s t i n g  i n j u r i e s  on th e  town, had d is tu rb e d  i t s  peace and 
u n n ecessa ry  l i t i g a t i o n  had c o s t th e  r a te p a y e r s  £5,000. Here, sa y s  th e  
Chronicle^  was s u f f i c i e n t  rea so n  why owners o f p ro p e r ty  sh o u ld  e a r n e s t ly  
d e s i r e  a  change o f r e p r e s e n ta t io n ,  and a s  we s h a l l  see , th e  e v e n tu a l 
C o n se rv a tiv e  c a n d id a te  -  James Agg G ardner -  d id  much to  b r in g  to  th e  
v o te r s ' a t t e n t i o n  th e  f a c t  th a t ,  a s  t h e i r  new lo rd  o f th e  manor, he was 
a man of s u b s t a n t i a l  p ro p e r ty  w ith in  th e  town. ® D uring th e  can v ass  of 
th e  1841 e le c t io n ,  th e  C o n se rv a tiv e  p re s s  made f re q u e n t r e f e r e n c e  t o  th e  
'un w o rth y  p a r t  e n a c te d  by B erkeley  in  h i s  f a c t io u s  o p p o s it io n  to  th e  
Town B i l l ;  so  much so  th a t  th e  a f f a i r  must be re g a rd e d  a s  p la y in g  a
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s ig n i f i c a n t  p a r t  in  th e  e v e n tu a l r e s u l t .
F u r th e r  c r i t i c i s m  f o r  B erkeley , odd ly  enough, a l s o  came from  th e  
Free Press, I t s  e d i to r ,  Samuel H arper, seemed to  have f o rg o t te n  th a t  he
h im se lf  had been a g a in s t  th e  C om m issioners and had v o ted  a g a in s t  t h e i r  
p ro p o sa l to  r a i s e  th e  new B i l l  in  1839, when in  an e d i t o r i a l  of June 26 
1841 he h y p o c r i t i c a l ly  accused  B erk e ley  o f v o tin g  a g a in s t  a m easure 
e s s e n t i a l  to  th e  p r o s p e r i ty  o f th e  town. For H arper, when i t  came to  
a t ta c k in g  th e  B erk e ley s , any mud, i t  seems, was good enough to  th row  a t 
them. I f  one may be fo rg iv e n  th e  pun. Craven B e rk e le y 's  p a r t  in  th e
whole a f f a i r  d id  l i t t l e  more th a n  to  su g g es t th a t  he was a w olf in
s h e e p 's  c lo th in g , fu r th e rm o re  w eakening th e  f a m i ly 's  c o n t ro l  over th e
borough.
D isenchantm ent w ith  th e  Whigs was ta k in g  p la c e  a t  a n a t io n a l  a s  w e ll 
a s  lo c a l  le v e l .  M elb o u rn e 's  government had more th a n  run  i t s  c o u rse  by 
1839 when i t  was d e fe a te d  in  th e  House o f Commons over th e  Jam aica B i l l .  
P ee l and th e  C o n se rv a tiv e s  had on ly  been p rev en ted  from  ta k in g  o f f i c e  by 
Queen V i c t o r i a 's  s tu b b o rn e s s  to  compromise over th e  appoin tm ent o f h e r  
'L a d ie s  o f th e  B edcham ber'. E v e n tu a lly  am idst d i f f i c u l t i e s  such  a s  a 
budget d e f i c i t  o f £6 m ill io n , h ig h  ta x e s  and f i e r c e  o p p o s it io n  from  th e  
A nti-C orn  Law League th e  Whigs re s ig n e d  h av in g  been d e fe a te d  by an 
o p p o s itio n  'n o -c o n f id e n c e ' in  June 1841. The fo rthcom ing  e l e c t i o n  was to  
assume more im po rtan ce  fo r  i t s  r e s u l t  th a n  f o r  th e  i s s u e s  ov er w hich i t  
was fought -  f o r  in s ta n c e  d e s p i te  th e  Corn Laws assum ing such  
prom inence, bo th  p a r t i e s  s t i l l  su p p o rte d  them in  p r in c ip le .  R ather, i t  
i s  th e  f a c t  th a t  th e  e l e c t i o n  of 1841 was th e  f i r s t  tim e th a t  a  m in o r ity  
o p p o s itio n  p a r ty  had d e fe a te d  a governm ent backed by th e  Crown which 
g iv e s  i t  i t s  s ig n if ic a n c e .  The C o n se rv a tiv e s  f i e ld e d  n e a r ly  500
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c a n d id a te s  and fough t a cam paign gu ided  by t h e i r  p a r ty  manager F ra n c is  
Bonham a s  n ever seen  b e fo re . A f te r  th e  e l e c t i o n  C o n se rv a tiv e  su c c e s s  
was f a i r l y  g e n e ra l w ith  them w inning 302 s e a t  to  th e  O p p o s i t io n 's  196, 
bu t in  p a r t i c u l a r  th e y  seem to  have been most s u c c e s s fu l  in  th e  c o u n tie s  
and th e  sm a lle r  boroughs.
E s s e n t i a l ly  th e  1841 e l e c t i o n  in  C heltenham  was s h o r t  on n a t io n a l  
is s u e s ;  even B e rk e le y 's  announcement th a t  he was now in  su p p o rt o f th e  
b a l lo t  seems to  have made l i t t l e  im pact w ith in  th e  town. R a th er th a n  
c o n s id e ra t io n s  o f th e  Corn Laws o r th e  a b o l i t i o n  o f Church r a te s ,  bo th  
im p o rtan t i s s u e s ,  i t  was th e  s t r u g g le  betw een th e  to w n 's  e s s e n t i a l l y  
Tory group o f Com m issioners and an o u trag e d  group o f L ib e ra l  r a te - p a y e r s  
th a t  formed th e  background and in  f a c t  g a lv a n is e d  p a r ty  p o l i t i c s  in to  
a c t io n . That f i n a l  v ic to r y  in  th e  m a tte r  o f th e  new r a t e  had gone to  th e  
Com m issioners was a l s o  in d i c a t iv e  o f th e  grow ing s t r e n g th  o f th e  Tory 
p a r ty  w ith in  th e  town.
The f i r s t  d i f f i c u l t y  th e  T o r ie s  had to  fa c e  in  t h e i r  can v ass  o f 1841 
was to  f in d  a s u i t a b l e  c a n d id a te  w ith  enough lo c a l  s ta n d in g  to  combat 
th e  w ea lth  of th e  B erk e ley s . T h e ir  f i r s t  hope was Mr. Roy who had a c te d  
as  th e  C o m m issioners 's  p o l i t i c a l  agen t a t  th e  tim e of th e  s t r u g g le  w ith  
th e  new Town B i l l .  D is c lo s u re s  th a t  h i s  fe e s  were in  th e  o rd e r  o f £1 ,570  
le d  to  h is  s ta n d in g  down. W ritin g  to  F ra n c is  Bonham ( P e e l 's  c e n t r a l  
p a r ty  manager) in  O ctober 1840, Lord E llenbo rough  th e n  r e s id e n t  a t  
Southam Manor, a l s o  p o in te d  out th a t  Mr. Roy was a v e ry  bad c a n d id a te  
and th a t  no one would succeed  in  Cheltenham  but a gentlem an.
In  an unexpec ted  a d d re ss  from  P a r is ,  John B u tle r  announced h i s  
i n te n t io n  to  s ta n d  a s  an 'in d e p e n d e n t c o n s e rv a t iv e ' who, a lth o u g h  
i n d i f f e r e n t  to  th e  b a l lo t  and t r i e n n i a l  p a r lia m e n t, su p p o rte d  e d u c a tio n
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of th e  people , c i v i l  and r e l i g io u s  l i b e r t i e s ,  but opposed m onopolies be 
th e y  com m ercial (Corn Laws) o r  e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  ( t i t h e s ) .  However,
l i t t l e  e l s e  came o f B u t l e r 's  d e c la r a t io n  which even th e  l i b e r a l  minded 
Free P ress  d ism issed  a s  a ' mere je u  d 'e s p i r i t '
On a more h o p e fu l le v e l  th e  news th a t  James Agg G ardner was about to  
p u rch ase  th e  manor o f Cheltenham  f o r  £39 ,000  from  Lord S herborne was 
re c e iv e d  w ith  much en th u sia sm  by th e  T o r ie s . Not o n ly  was i t  c la im ed  
th a t  t h i s  p u rch ase  would b e n e f i t  th e  m a te r ia l  s ta n d in g  o f th e  borough 
but i t  would a l s o  s tr e n g th e n  th e  lo c a l  C o n se rv a tiv e  i n t e r e s t .
James Agg G ardner o f Hadley House was th e  son o f M ajor Agg, one of 
C helten h am 's  le a d in g  m i l i t a r y  men. He was a l s o  nephew to  John G ardner, 
owner o f th e  to w n 's  l a r g e s t  brew ery and p a r tn e r  w ith  Jo sep h  P i t t  in  th e  
County o f G lo u c e s te r  Bank. James Agg G ardner had bo th  w ea lth  and lo c a l  
s ta n d in g  and th e  T o r ie s  were on ly  to o  q u ick  to  s in g  h i s  p r a is e s :
'H e i s  w ell known to  be a gentlem an o f g re a t  e n t e r p r i s e . . .  a f r ie n d  
of th e  Church and s ta u n c h  adm irer o f th e  c o n s t i tu t io n .  The r ic h ,  th e  
tradesm en and th e  poor man w il l  h a i l  a l i k e  th e  ad v an tag es  from  t h i s
change o f p r o p e r ty ',  ' ^
At f i r s t  Agg G ardner d e c lin e d  to  s ta n d  a s  a c a n d id a te  but a 
r e q u i s i t i o n  w ith  some 536 s ig n a tu r e s  a l l  c la im in g  th a t  th e y  would 
su p p o rt him f i n a l l y  changed h i s  mind. The T o r ie s  d rove fo rw ard  w ith  
t h e i r  most e n e rg e t ic  can v ass  so  f a r  in  th e  p o l i t i c a l  h i s to r y  o f th e  
borough. Much was made o f Agg G ardner a s  a man o f p ro p e r ty , but what i s  
more, lo c a l  p ro p e r ty . The Tory Cheltenham Looker-On p r in te d  h i s  a d d re s s  
which c o n ta in e d  t e l l i n g  p h ra se s  such  a s  ' I  am but one o f y o u rs e lv e s ' and 
th a t  he would prom ote th e  i n t e r e s t  o f 'h i s  n a t iv e  to w n '. Craven 
B erke ley  on th e  o th e r  hand was p o r tra y e d  a s  a man f i t  f o r  th e  c o u rse  of
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• b l in d  re a so n in g  p a r t i s a n s h ip ' who had d en ied  th e  i n t e r e s t s  o f th e  town 
by opposing  i t s  new B i l l .  F u rtherm ore , B e rk e le y 's  a r i s t o c r a t i c  
background was p re s e n te d  a s  a hand icap : ' b rought up am idst th e
d i s s ip a t io n  and f r i v o l i t y  o f f a s h io n a b le  c i r c l e s  i t  may be r e a d i ly  
co n ce iv ed  how u n f i t  f o r  la b o r io u s  d u t i e s  o f p u b lic  l i f e  must be a mind 
th u s  fo rm e d '. Agg G ardner, by c o n t r a s t ,  was p re se n te d  a s  a c a r e fu l  and 
h ard -h ead ed  businessm an who seldom  v e n tu re d  upon s p e c u la t io n  w ith o u t a 
c o rre sp o n d in g  s p i r i t  o f em u la tio n  to  c a r ry  i t s  o b je c t f u l l y  in to  e f f e c t .
The Tory p re s s  re s e rv e d  some o f th e  h a rd e s t punches f o r  B e rk e le y 's  
s o c ia l  p u r s u i ts .  The Cheltenham C h ron ic le  announced to  i t s  r e a d e rs  th a t  
'many have g r ie v e d , few have m a rv e lle d  th a t  th e  B e rk e ley s  sh o u ld  be 
p a tro n s  and s u p p o r te r s  o f low, inhuman d iv e rs io n s  w hich th e  good 
f e e l in g s  of th e  tim es  would have b an ish ed  to  th e  h a u n ts  o f r u f f i a n s  and 
which th e  law s p r o h ib i t  by sham eful p e n a l t i e s ' .  In c lu d e d  in  th e s e  
sham eful p u r s u i t s  were cock f ig h t in g  and p r iz e  f ig h t in g .
T h is  m oral, even e v a n g e lic a l  c ru sa d e  a g a in s t  th e  B e rk e ley s  was 
fu rth e rm o re  kep t very  much a l iv e  by many of th e  to w n 's  le a d in g  c le rg y , 
fo rem ost o f whom was th e  Rev. F ra n c is  C lose , who on a p la tfo rm  a d d re s s  
to  th e  Working Mens' A ss o c ia tio n  in  1841 once a g a in  r e - a f f i rm e d  th a t :
' I  cannot f o r  th e  l i f e  of me s e p a r a te  p o l i t i c s  from  r e l i g io u s  
p re a c h in g . . th e r e  i s  no d i s t i n c t i o n  betw een p o l i t i c s  and
r e l i g i o n  In  my humble o p in io n  th e  B ib le  i s  C o n se rv a tiv e , th e
P ra y e r Book i s  C o n se rv a tiv e , th e  L i tu rg y  C o n se rv a tiv e , th e  Church 
C o n se rv a tiv e , and i t  i s  im p o ss ib le  f o r  a m in is te r  to  open h i s  mouth 
w ith o u t b e in g  a C o n s e rv a tiv e '.
The e f f e c t  o f such  s t r i c t u r e s  was such  th a t  th e y  cou ld  on ly  have h e lp ed  
c o n s o l id a te  C o n se rv a tiv e  su p p o rt amongst C h e lten h am 's  chu rch  g o e rs  f o r
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th e  c r e d e n t i a l s  d isp la y e d  by Agg G ardner in  h i s  p o l i t i c a l  a d d re s se s .
H aving em phasized th e  u n s u i t a b i l i t y  o f B erkeley , th e  T o r ie s  th en  
ap p ea led  to  's e n s i b l e '  L ib e ra l  v o te r s  to  t r a n s f e r  t h e i r  v o te s  t o  Agg 
G ardner. Not o n ly  were th e y  out to  c a p tu re  L ib e ra l su p p o rt but a l s o  
th a t  o f th e  to w n 's  sm a ll but s i g n i f i c a n t  group of C h a r t i s t s .  There 
had been some thou g h t th a t  W illiam  Penn G ask e ll vAo had done so  much to  
f o s t e r  th e  C h a r t i s t  movement in  C heltenham  would h im se lf  s ta n d  a s  a 
c a n d id a te  fo r  a second tim e but he was o th e rw ise  p reo cc u p ied  w ith  h i s  
e f f o r t s  to  s t a r t  up a C h a r t i s t  new spaper. L e ft to  chose betw een th e  
B erkeley  D evil and th e  deep b lu e  se a  o f C onservatism , some of 
C helten h am 's  C h a r t i s t s  in  f a c t  chose th e  l a t t e r .  A ddressing  a C h a r t is t  
m eeting  s h o r t ly  a f t e r  h i s  r e le a s e  from  p r iso n , th e  C h a r t i s t  le a d e r ,  
Henry V incen t, in  acco rd an ce  w ith  n a t io n a l  C h a r t is t  p o l i c i e s ,  u rged 
w orkers to  v o te  fo r  th e  Tory c a n d id a te  on th e  grounds th a t  th e y  cou ld  
not hope to  r e tu r n  one o f t h e i r  own but th e y  cou ld  a t  l e a s t  g e t th e  
Whigs ou t. F u r th e r  s u s p ic io n s  o f a Tory co n n e c tio n  w ith  town
C h a r t i s t s  were fu rn is h e d  by th e  Whig Cheltenham Examiner who spoke 'o f  
th e  damming f a c t  th a t  had been made ap p a re n t to  a l l  th a t  employment a t 
th e  Tory c lu b  room and S a tu rd ay  n ig h t wages from  th e  Tory p u rse  had been 
th e  p r ic e  o f th e  n ig h t ly  harangues a t  th e  M echanics' I n s t i t u t e ' .
Once ag a in . Craven B e rk e le y 's  own can v ass  was rem arkab ly  low key and 
h inged  on th e  f a c t  th a t  he had s u c c e s s f u l ly  r e p re s e n te d  th e  borough 
s in c e  1832. However, in  t h i s  e l e c t i o n  th e r e  does seem to  be r a th e r  more 
ev id en ce  o f bo th  p a r ty  m achines w orking away in  th e  background 
a t te m p tin g  to  e n su re  th e  su c c e ss  o f t h e i r  c a n d id a te s . The w orkings of 
th e  C o n se rv a tiv e  c lu b  lo c a l ly  were w e ll known and a so u rc e  o f g re a t  
p r id e : 'p e rh a p s  few p la c e s  in  th e  kingdom can boast a b e t t e r  o rg a n ise d
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c lu b  th a n  th e  C o n se rv a tiv e s  o f t h i s  lo y a l  borough '- T h e ir  lo c a l
ag en t, W illiam  L. Lawrence of Sandy w e ll Park , had th ro u g h o u t th e  1830s 
worked hard  to  im prove Tory chances a t  th e  p o l l s  even to  th e  e x te n t of 
spen d in g  some £200-300 o f p a r ty  funds on th e  d e - r e g i s t r a t i o n  o f L ib e ra l  
v o te rs .
The L ib e ra ls ,  to o , had t h e i r  p a r ty  ag en t, namely Jam es Boodle 
s e c r e ta r y  o f th e  L ib e ra l  A ss o c ia tio n  which had been form ed in  1836. 
Throughout th e  1841 can v ass . B oodle to o k  ev ery  o c c a s io n  to  r a i s e  
membership and s u b s c r ip t io n  to  th e  A sso c ia tio n . I t s  a c t i v i t i e s  not on ly  
in c lu d e d  th e  a lm ost s t a t u to r y  a t te m p ts  to  d e - r e g i s t e r  o p p o s it io n  v o te r s  
but more s o p h is t ic a te d  methods such  a s  th e  p u rch ase  o f £10 c o t ta g e s ,  
which i f  bought by 28 L ib e r a ls  f o r  th e  sum o f £22 each  would b r in g  to  
th e  p a r ty  28 v o te s  in  th e  county  e l e c t io n .  =*
C helten h am 's  r a d i c a l s  were l e s s  im p ressed  by Boodle, who th e y  
re g a rd e d  a s  th e  mere s la v e  of th e  B erk e ley s , and H arper th ro u g h  th e  
pages o f th e  Free P ress  p u b lish e d  th e  fo llo w in g  lampoon which began:
'H ave you n e 'e r  h ea rd  of Jimmy, th e  fam 'd  B erk e ley  pood le .
Who's by most men esteem ed a s  h a l f  rogue and h a l f  n o o d le ? ' ==
With bo th  p a r t i e s  hav in g  a p p o in te d  e l e c t i o n  com m ittees and w ith  
t h e i r  r e s p e c t iv e  can v a sse s  w ell underway, Jo seph  Cooper S tr a f o r d  th e  
r e tu r n in g  o f f i c e r  s e t  th e  d a te  f o r  nom in a tio n  to  be 2 9 th  June a t  B ay 's  
H i l l  and th e  borough was d iv id e d  in to  seven  p o l l in g  d i s t r i c t s .
One c o lo u r fu l  f e a tu r e  of t h i s  e l e c t i o n  was th e  number o f s q u ib s  and
b a l la d s  th a t  appeared  from  bo th  s id e s .  T h is  p e rh ap s i s  a te s tim o n y  to  
th e  grow ing aw areness and e x p lo i ta t io n  o f th e  power o f th e  p r in te d  word, 
no t l e a s t  th a t  o f th e  lo c a l  p re s s . The L ib e ra ls  made much o f th e  pun 
p ro v id ed  by p re s e n tin g  Agg G ardner a s  a p ig  -  (H)agg becoming hog -  o r
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by changing  h i s  name in to  (H)agg a s  in  t h i s  sq u ib  d i r e c te d  a g a in s t  
C ap ta in  Younghusband, a prom inent member o f th e  Tory Committee:
' Husband young, Husband young.
Put a check on your tongue,
Or your w ife  w i l l  no more l e t  i t  wag,
For young husbands l i k e  you.
To run  about a f t e r  a (H )Agg'. ==
A lso a t  th e  nom ination  th e  L ib e ra ls  h e ld  a l o f t  b an n ers  d is p la y in g  a 
b o a r 's  head.
To such ta u n ts  th e  T o r ie s  r e p l i e d  w ith  b a l la d s  l i k e  'T h e  C heltenham  
Ragged R egim ent':
We' 11 have a man of our town.
S in ce  he has  g iv en  co n sen t.
No more we' 11 have th e  B erk e ley  clown.
To s i t  in  P a rliam en t;
He may f ig h t  h i s  dogs and b a i t  h i s  b u l l s .
For th a t  i s  h i s  d e l ig h t .
But G ardner s h a l l  be our man.
Our b a t t l e s  f o r  to  f i g h t . '
Commenting w ith  a c e r t a in  amount o f iro n y  th e  Free P re ss  p ro v id ed  
i t s  own sq u ib  on th e  c h o ic e  th a t  c o n fro n te d  C he lten h am 's  v o te rs :
At Cheltenham  th e y  t e l l  a f a n t a s t i c  s to r y  
The Lords a re  th e  Whigs -  a brew er th e  Tory:
Thus freedom  sh in e s  f o r th  from  th e  s h ie ld  o f a p ee r.
And l i b e r t y ' s  swamped in  a b a r r e l  o f Beer. '
How much e l e c to r s  were swayed by t h i s  k in d  of p o p u la r  l i t e r a t u r e  i s
d i f f i c u l t  to  a s s e s s .  I t  does p erh ap s su g g es t though th a t  j i b e s ,  ta u n ts
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and s k i t s  were h av ing  a p o l i t i c i z i n g  a f f e c t ;  and th a t  th e  h i t h e r to  
v i r t u a l  e l e c t io n e e r in g  dominance o f th e  B erk e ley s  was b e in g  c h a lle n g e d  
from  d i f f e r e n t  q u a r te r s  (o f a somewhat ch eap er n a tu re )  in  th e  run  up to  
th e  h u s tin g s .
D esp ite  th e  co n fid e n c e  of th e  T o r ie s  th a t  t h e i r  cam paign was go ing  
w e ll, b e ts  ta k e n  a t  th e  M echanics' I n s t i t u t e  m eetings gave B erk e ley  
odds o f 5-1. Only tow ards th e  end o f t h e i r  can v ass  d id  th e  T o r ie s  s t a r t  
to  w orry th a t  many o f th o se  who had s ig n e d  th e  r e q u i s i t i o n  to  Agg 
G ardner to  s ta n d  had now been approached by th e  L ib e ra ls  and were go ing  
to  a b s ta in  o r  even change t h e i r  vo te .
The nom ination , however, had one f u r th e r  s u r p r i s e  in  s to r e  f o r  bo th  
c a n d id a te s . Once B erk e ley  had been proposed  and seconded by Dr. G reaves
and Mr. B ulg in , and Agg G ardner l ik e w is e  by C olonel Watson and Mr
P earson  Thompson, Samuel H arper s te p p e d  fo rw ard  and proposed  th e
n a t io n a l ly  known r a d ic a l .  C olonel P e rro n e t Thompson. Thompson of 
B lackheath , a v e te ra n  o f th e  P e n in s u la r  cam paign, a p re v io u s  G overnor of 
S ie r r a  Leone and e d i to r  o f The W estm inster Review, was a  r a d ic a l
re fo rm er b e s t known fo r  h i s  a t ta c k  on th e  Corn Laws in  h i s  'C o rn  Law 
C a tech ism s '. P re v io u s ly  Thompson had u n s u c c e s s fu lly  c o n te s te d
P re s to n , M aidstone, M arylebone and M anchester. H is ap p ea l to  Cheltenham  
r a d ic a l s  seems to  have been based on th e  dismay th a t  B e rk e le y 's  
commitment to  r e p e a l  th e  Corn Laws in  e f f e c t  was tu rn in g  out to  be no 
more th a n  su p p o rt fo r  a f ix e d  s c a le  o f d u t ie s .
The re sp o n se  o f th e  L ib e ra ls  to  Thom pson's nom ination  was 
im m ediate ly  to  accu se  H arper o f b e in g  a Tory out to  s p l i t  th e  Whig vo te . 
When John Coding, th e  C h a r t i s t ,  go t up to  second th e  p ro p o sa l of 
Thompson he was sh o u ted  down w ith  c r i e s  o f  be in g  ' a  w olf in  s h e e p 's
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c lo th in g ' and was d renched  by a q u a n t i ty  o f w ater poured over h i s  head. 
A show of hands though produced a r e s p e c ta b le  deg ree  o f su p p o rt fo r  th e  
r a d ic a l  c a n d id a te  and so  th e  r e tu r n in g  o f f i c e r  o rd e red  a p o l l  to  be h e ld  
th e  nex t day. Once ag a in , a s  w ith  th e  ca se  o f G ask e ll and th e  1835
e le c t io n ,  i t  seems th a t  many of th o s e  p re s e n t who put t h e i r  hands up fo r  
Thompson a t  th e  nom ination  were not e n t i t l e d  to  v o te  and e v e n tu a l ly  
Thompson on ly  p o l le d  fo u r  v o te s . A lso, i t  m ight be supposed  th a t  in
c o n d i t io n s  o f o p en -v o tin g , many p o te n t i a l  r a d ic a l  s u p p o r te r s  were
u n w ill in g  to  v o te  in  d e f ia n c e  o f th e  w ishes o f t h e i r  s o c ia l  b e t t e r s .
By c o n t r a s t ,  v o tin g  betw een th e  two main p a r t i e s  was much c lo s e r  and 
i t  was on ly  d u r in g  th e  a f te rn o o n  p e r io d  th a t  B erk e ley  p u lle d
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  ahead, f i n a l l y  p o l l in g  764 v o te s  to  Agg G a rd n e r 's  655 
v o te s . B e rk e le y 's  fo llo w e rs  t r i e d  to  put a b rav e  fa c e  on th in g s  c la im in g  
th a t  th e y  had won in  s p i t e  of c l e r i c a l  in f lu e n c e s  and 1 0 /-  b r ib e s ,  but 
u n d ern ea th  were shaken by th e  d ram a tic  in c re a s e  of C o n se rv a tiv e  su p p o rt 
in  th e  town.
The T o rie s  on th e  o th e r  hand were j u b i l a n t  w ith  t h e i r  in c re a s e d  v o te  
which had doubled s in c e  th e  l a s t  e le c t io n :  ' a l l  th a t  we w ished fo r  and 
ex p ec ted  has no t been won, but enough has been accom plished  to  rew ard 
our p a s t e x e r t io n s  and an im ate  our co n fid e n c e  in  th e  fu tu r e .  The days of 
W higgery in  C heltenham  a re  numbered' • A rem ain in g  doubt in  Tory minds 
was th e  s u sp ic io n  th a t  B erk e ley  had p o lle d  a la rg e  number o f v o te r s  who 
w ere no t e n t i t l e d  to  do so. For a tim e  i t  looked  a s  i f  an e l e c t i o n  
p e t i t i o n  would be p re se n te d  to  c o n te s t  th e  r e s u l t .  However, th e  T o r ie s  
r e c o n c i le d  th em se lv es  to  t h i s  d e fe a t and fo r  th e  f u tu r e  looked  to  th e  
a d v ic e  o f t h e i r  le a d e r .  S i r  R obert P ee l, when he s a id  th a t  ' t h e  b a t t l e  
f o r  th e  C o n s t i tu t io n  must be fought in  th e  R e g is t r a t io n  C o u r ts '.
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B efo re  lo o k in g  a t  th e  r e g i s t r a t i o n  b a t t l e  which fo llo w ed  th e  1841 
e le c t io n ,  th e  s u r v iv a l  of th e  f i r s t  a v a i la b le  copy from  an e l e c t i o n  p o l l  
book makes i t  p o s s ib le  to  a n a ly se  more deep ly  where B erk e ley  and Agg
G ardner drew t h e i r  su p p o rt.
P o ll  books w ere no t a  f e a tu r e  o f ev ery  n in e te e n th  c e n tu ry  e l e c t i o n  
fo r  v a r io u s  re a so n s : th e y  were c o s t ly  to  produce; th e y  were o f l i t t l e
u se  where a c a n d id a te 's  m a jo r i ty  was s iz a b le ;  and d e s p i t e  th e  open 
v o tin g  system , v o te r s  m ight w ish to  p re s e rv e  a s  much anonym ity a s  
p o s s ib le  in  o rd e r  to  be sp a re d  r e p e rc u s s io n s  from  o p p o s it io n  p a r ty  
s u p p o r te rs .  The 1841 Cheltenham  p o l l  l i s t  was th e  work o f J . Hadley, 
e d i to r  of th e  C o n se rv a tiv e  Cheltenham Journal, whose m o tives may have 
been to  expose th o s e  v o te r s  who, h av ing  o r ig i n a l l y  s ig n e d  th e  
r e q u i s i t i o n  to  Agg G ardner, l a t e r  a b s ta in e d  o r even p o lle d  fo r  B erkeley . 
E le c to r s  were l i s t e d  w ith  t h e i r  a d d re s s e s  and o c c u p a tio n s  a c c o rd in g  fo r  
whom th e y  had vo ted . Hadley a ls o  su p p lie d  a l i s t  of 27 v o te r s  who s ig n e d  
f o r  Agg G ardner but a f te rw a rd s  v o ted  fo r  B erkeley!
An a n a ly s is  o f th e  v o tin g  p a t te r n s  by o c c u p a tio n  does no t r e v e a l  any 
s u r p r i s in g  c o n c lu s io n s , but r a th e r  co n firm s what one might ex p ec t. Tory 
su p p o rt was predom inant amongst th e  fo llo w in g  g roups ( th e  f ig u r e s  
in d i c a te  th o se  v o tin g  fo r  th e  r e s p e c t iv e  c a n d id a te  over th e  t o t a l  number 
o f v o te r s  in  th a t  g roup o r  p ro fe s s io n ) :  b rew ers 20/30; A ng lican  c le rg y  
8 /8 ; d e n t i s t s  4 /5 ; fa rm e rs  9 /14; gen tlem en  82/150; m i l i t a r y  and n av a l 
o f f i c e r s  24 /33  and su rg eo n s  13/18. In  a d d i t io n ,  Tory su p p o rt was s tro n g  
amongst th e  fo llo w in g  tradesm en: b r ic k la y e r s  20/30; chairm en 7 /7 ; c o a l 
m erchan ts 10/14; c o n fe c t io n e r s  5 /6 ; h o te l  k e e p e rs  5 /5  and p a in te r s  
11 / 12.
L ib e ra l  su p p o rt in  th e  town te n d s  to  b e a r  out th e  th e o ry  o f a
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S k e tch  Map o f  C heltenham  (a ro u n d  1850)
s tro n g ly  r a d ic a l i s e d  w orking c l a s s  o f s e l f  s u f f i c i e n t  and f in a n c i a l l y  
independen t v o te r s  drawn from  such  'u p p e r ' s k i l l e d  t r a d e s  a s  boot and 
shoem akers 35/51; c a b in e t m akers 22/31; c a rp e n te r s  62/91; d ra p e rs  21/32; 
c a rv e rs  and g u i ld e r s  5 /5 ; g ro c e rs  22 /37; masons 18/30; p lum bers 22/38 
and t a i l o r s  46/61. The in f lu e n c e  o f B erk e ley  p a tro n a g e  on bo th  th e  
ra c in g  and th e  to w n 's  fa s h io n a b le  l i f e  i s  shown by th e  fo llo w in g  
reco rd ed  v o te s : sh o e in g  sm ith s  1/1; sm ith s  6 /9 ; s t a b l e  k e e p e rs  8 /8 ;
s t a b l e  men 4 /4  and m u sic ian s  5 /5 . P erhaps an an ti-A g g  G ardner brew ery 
i n t e r e s t  can be d e te c te d  in  th e  v o te s  o f p u b lic a n s  18/30, b ee r s e l l e r s  
11/18 and wine m erchan ts  7 /11 . F in a l ly ,  a s  one would ex p ec t, a l l  th r e e  
d is s e n t in g  m in is te r s  in  th e  town v o ted  f o r  B erkeley .
A number o f o c c u p a tio n s  were e q u a l ly  p o ise d  betw een th e  two p a r t i e s  
such  as: b ak e rs  17-20; d r u g g is ts  8-5; g a rd e n e rs  21-24; h a i r d r e s s e r s  5-6; 
p h y s ic ia n s  5-6; sc h o o lm a s te rs  5-5; s o l i c i t o r s  14-14 and su rv e y o rs  3-3. 
O ther g roups re c o rd e d  by H adley had to o  few members to  d e te c t  a 
s ig n i f i c a n t  t r e n d  in  te rm s o f o ccu p a tio n . The fo u r  v o te s  re c o rd e d  fo r  
Thompson were from  Samuel H arper, b o o k s e lle r ,  John Goding, g ro c e r , 
W illiam  H o ll is ,  gun maker (bo th  C h a r t i s t s )  and Joseph  D avis, p a in te r .
A g e o g ra p h ic a l su rv ey  of C helten h am 's  v o te r s  i s  l e s s  r e v e a l in g  w ith  
bo th  p a r t i e s  draw ing su p p o rt from  a l l  a re a s  of th e  town. The a r t i s a n  
q u a r te r  of th e  town (see  map) which has been i d e n t i f i e d  by some w r i te r s  
a s  p re s e n t by 1840, fu rn is h e d  v o te r s  fo r  bo th  th e  L ib e r a ls  and
T o rie s . By ta k in g  th o se  v o te r s  whose a d d re s s e s  were in  p red o m in an tly  
a r t i s a n  s t r e e t s  such  as , H e n r ie t ta  S t r e e t ,  B urton  S t r e e t ,  Union S t r e e t  
e tc .  we can se e  th a t  ap p ro x im ate ly  20% of Agg G a rd n e r 's  v o te  and 25% of 
B e rk e le y 's  v o te  was d e r iv e d  from th e  p o o re r  q u a r te r  o f th e  town. That 
th e  T o r ie s  co u ld  alm ost match th e  s t r e n g th  o f th e  W hig /L ibera l w orking
-103-
c l a s s  v o te  i n  th e  town r e f l e c t s  th e  growing g e n e ra l  t r e n d  of urban 
communities, e s p e c i a l l y  i n  s m a l le r  boroughs, t o  v o te  C o n se rv a t iv e ,  a 
f a c t o r  t h a t  c o n t r ib u te d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  t o  P e e l ' s  v i c t o r y  in  1841. The 
e ro s io n  of th e  Whig v o te  in  Cheltenham a l s o  b e a rs  out P ro fe s s o r  G ash 's  
n o t io n  t h a t  ' t h e  fundam ental d e fe c t  of th e  Whigs was t h a t  th e y  cou ld  not 
make up t h e i r  minds a f t e r  1832 v ^ e th e r  t o  be an o l i g a r c h i c  o r  p o p u la r  
p a r t y ' .  T h e i r  a t tachm en t t o  th e  form er was presum ably th e  t a c t i c a l  
re a so n  vdiy Feargus  O'Connor i s s u e d  i n s t r u c t i o n s  t o  C h a r t i s t s  t o  v o te  
Tory i f  th ey  d id  not have t h e i r  own c a n d id a te ,  w ith  th e  o b je c t  of 
o u s t in g  th e  a r i s t o c r a t i c  Whigs. C he l tenham 's  a r t i s a n s  were t i r i n g  of th e  
haughty  a r i s t o c r a c y  of th e  B erk e ley s  who d id  l i t t l e  to  r e p r e s e n t  t h e i r  
i n t e r e s t s  bo th  in  P a r l iam en t and in  th e  town. P u t t i n g  th e  c a se  a t  i t s  
s t r o n g e s t ,  th e  Free P r e s s  c la im ed  th a t  Cheltenham Whiggery was ' r o t t e n  
w ith  a s i c k  head and a h e a r t  of b lack  c o r r u p t i o n ' .
The l e v e l  headedness  and p r a c t i c a l  good s e n se  and t r a d i n g  
c o n n e c t io n s  of a man l i k e  Agg Gardner (o r  even a S i r  Robert P e e l)  gave 
c red en ce  to  th e  c la im  made by th e  C o n s e rv a t iv e  C hronic le  t h a t  'we do but 
echo th e  s e n t im e n ts  of th e  working men o f  Cheltenham when we a f f i r m  th a t  
th e y  a r e  s i c k  of th e  Whigs'. To c a p i t a l i s e  on such f e e l i n g  Mr. B ev il ,  
a l e a d in g  Tory, announced a f t e r  th e  1841 e l e c t i o n  th a t  he was form ing a 
C o n se rv a t iv e  A ss o c ia t io n  of Tradesmen and Working Men of  t h e  town. 
Craven B e r k e le y 's  c la im , on th e  o th e r  hand, t h a t  he had come b e fo re  th e  
v o t e r s  ' a  Whig of th e  schoo l of C h a r le s  James Fox' d id  n o th in g  t o  r a i s e  
th e  hopes of th e  more r a d i c a l l y  minded L ib e ra l  v o t e r s  opposed t o  
a r i s t o c r a t i c  p r iv i l e g e .
The 1841 p o l l  l i s t  a l s o  s e rv e s  t o  show how Toryism had s t r e n g th e n e d  
i t s  ho ld  f u r t h e r  w i th in  th e  to w n 's  l o c a l  government. By com paring th e
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p o l l  l i s t  w ith  th e  names o f  th e  to w n 's  Commissioners of th e  same year, 
we se e  t h a t  th o s e  Commissioners vdio were r e s id e n t  in  t h e  town and
re c o rd e d  a v o te  p o l l e d  2-1 (19-8) f o r  Agg Gardner, and fu r th e rm o re  some 
11 o f  th e  Commissioners were members o f  h i s  e l e c t i o n  committee. I t  would 
seem th a t  th e  n o t io n  of 'T o ry  Democracy' a s  an a l l i a n c e  between th e  
l e a d e r s  of s o c i e t y  and th e  s e r v a n t s  of s o c i e t y  a s  proposed  by D i s r a e l i  
and o th e r s ,  was pe rhaps  embryonic in  Cheltenham.
The T o r ie s  i n  Cheltenham reg a rd e d  t h e i r  in c re a s e d  p o l l  a s  a 
s i g n i f i c a n t  s u c c e s s  t h a t  boded w e ll  f o r  th e  fu tu r e .  However, th e
e l e c t i o n  i t s e l f  was not th e  end of th e  c o n te s t  between Whigs and T o r ie s  
t h a t  year. D e sp i te  c la im s  th a t  th e  e l e c t i o n  had been a w e l l -o rd e re d  
a f f a i r ,  r e c r i m in a t io n s  of c o r r u p t io n  ran g  on bo th  s id e s .  The T o r ie s  
c la im ed  th a t  a c e r t a i n  Mr. W illiam s had in t im id a te d  tradesm en w ith  lo s s  
of f u t u r e  o rd e r s  i f  th ey  d id  not v o te  f o r  B erkeley . In  a d d i t io n ,  th e
T o r ie s  com plained th a t  some 67 p e rso n s  who had voted  f o r  B erke ley  were
in  f a c t  i n e l i g i b l e  to  do so, and a number of v o te r s  had p o l l e d  tw ic e  a t  
d i f f e r e n t  boo ths  o r  had ta k e n  th e  names of dead men The Whigs, on 
th e  o th e r  hand, c la im ed  th a t  th e  T o r ie s  had used flO  b r ib e s  and th a t  
even ' l a d i e s  had not h e s i t a t e d  t o  s to o p  from th e  p r iv a c y  of dom estic  
l i f e  t o  canvass  t h e i r  tradesm en f o r  th e  Blue c a n d i d a t e ' .  With such 
c la im s  a p e t i t i o n  seemed imminent but th e  T o r ie s  dec ided  not t o  c o n te s t
th e  r e s u l t ,  and i n s t e a d  fo l lo w in g  th e  a d v ic e  o f  t h e i r  l e a d e r  gave t h e i r
e f f o r t s  t o  t h e  R e g i s t r a t i o n  C ourts  h e ld  l a t e r  t h a t  year.
R e g i s t r a t i o n  b a t t l e s  co n t in u ed  th ro u g h o u t th e  summer u n t i l  f i n a l l y  
in  O ctober when two London law yers, T y rw h it t  and K eating, came t o  h e a r  
c a se s  a t  a c o u r t  h e ld  in  th e  F le e c e  Inn. At f i r s t  t h e r e  were L ib e r a l
f e a r s  th a t  th e s e  two law yers  would not be f u l l y  im p a r t i a l ,  but th e s e
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soon proved unfounded.
That th e  T o r ie s  put g r e a t  e f f o r t  i n t o  t h e i r  c a se  i s  t e s t i f i e d  by th e  
L ib e ra l  agen t,  James Boodle, who observed  how busy th ey  had been over 
th e  l a s t  few months and th a t  th e y  were c o n t e s t i n g  an e x c e s s iv e  number of 
1,060 B erkeley  v o te s .  The L i b e r a l s  were c o n t e s t i n g  some 806 o f th e  Tory 
v o te s  and a f u r t h e r  440 o b j e c t io n s  were made by ' o t h e r s ' .  The g r e a t e s t  
number o f  ' sc rew s ' ( th e  name g iven  t o  bad v o te s )  were caused  by v o te r s  
not owning enough p ro p e r ty  t o  q u a l i f y ;  o th e r  o b je c t io n s  were t o  v o te r s  
t a k in g  th e  name o f dead men or  of v o t in g  tw ice . The R e g i s t r a t i o n  judges  
found th a t  613/806 of th e  L ib e ra l  o b j e c t io n s  were v a l id  w hereas on ly  
316 /1 ,060  Tory o b je c t i o n s  were upheld. 'O th e r '  o b j e c to r s  on ly  secu red  
72/440 s u c c e s s f u l  o b je c t io n s .
Even th e  outcome of th e  R e g i s t r a t i o n  Court was not th e  end of p a r ty  
b i t t e r n e s s  which in c re a s e d  r a t h e r  th a n  su b s id ed  in  th e  borough. The 
L i b e r a l s  quoted  v a r io u s  c a se s  of 'T o ry  revenge ' a g a in s t  v o te r s ,  
in c lu d in g  th a t  of B a r r e t t ,  an o ld  man v^o worked f o r  th e  GPO ( s i c )  a s  a 
c a r r i e r ,  vdio was se rv ed  w ith  a w r i t  f o r  v o t in g  (a re c e n t  c o u r t  r u l i n g  
had made i t  i l l e g a l  f o r  c a r r i e r s  t o  do so ) .  B a r r e t t ,  am idst L ib e r a l  
c r o c o d i l e  t e a r s  and c la im s  of Tory m alevolence, l o s t  h i s  jo b  and was 
f in e d  £100. James B o o d le 's  b ro th e r ,  Thomas, a l s o  came under a t t a c k  from 
th e  T o r ie s  vdio c la im ed  t h a t  a s  a s s i s t a n t  o v e r s e e r  o f  th e  poor he had 
made a number of in a c c u r a c i e s  in  th e  c o l l e c t i o n  of th e  r a t e s  (a c a se  
t h a t  th e  c o u r t s  l a t e r  found in  h i s  fa v o u r) .
P e t ty  as  such o c c u r re n c e s  may seem, th e y  were in  f a c t  symptom atic of 
th e  ' same bad s p i r i t '  which had a l s o  in f lu e n c e d  th e  p a r t i e s  d u r in g  th e  
" F le e c e  r i o t s "  and in  th e  r e g i s t r a t i o n  c o u r t s .  Cheltenham was now a two 
p a r ty  borough w ith  su p p o r t  f i rm  and f e e l i n g  h ig h  in  b o th  camps. The
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s ta g e  was s e t  f o r  i t s  most d ram a tic ,  b i t t e r  and f i e r c e l y  c o n te s te d  
e l e c t i o n .  B erke ley  s u p p o r te r s  might f e t e  th e  r e t u r n  o f  t h e i r  c a n d id a te  
once ag a in  but e q u a l ly  th e  T o r ie s  cou ld  c la im  th a t  i t  was a 'd i s a s t r o u s  
v i c to r y '  t h e i r  opponents  were c e l e b r a t i n g .
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, CHAPTER FIVE
BEER, BREAKFAST AND BRIBERY: 
th e  e l e c t i o n s  of 1847 & 1848
The e v e n ts  o f  1847 and 1848 ta k e  us i n t o  one o f  th e  most b i t t e r  and 
f i e r c e l y  c o n te s t e d  p e r io d s  of C he ltenham 's  p o l i t i c a l  h i s t o r y .  Over two 
y e a rs  t h e r e  were t h r e e  e l e c t i o n s  h e ld  in  th e  town, each  of  which 
produced a d i f f e r e n t  s u c c e s s f u l  c a n d id a te  and two of which su b se q u e n tly  
were o v e r tu rn e d  by e l e c t i o n  p e t i t i o n s  am idst c r i e s  of b r ib e r y  and 
c o r ru p t io n .  These y e a rs  saw bo th  th e  waning of Cheltenham as  a pocket 
borough and a c h a l le n g e  to  o l ig a r c h y  and nomineeism; th e y  a l s o  he lped  to  
p re p a re  th e  town f o r  th e  p o l i t i c a l  m e l t in g  pot of th e  1850s from which 
more g e n e r a l ly  th e  p a r ty  p o l i t i c s  of G lad s to n ian  L ib e ra l i s m  and 
D i s r a e l i a n  C onserva tism  were e v e n tu a l ly  t o  flow. T h is  development i s  
t r a c e d  more in  th e  nex t c h a p te r  and th e  s u b je c t  of t h i s  c h a p te r  i s  
r a t h e r  a s p e c i f i c  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  on th e  w orkings of th e  e l e c t o r a l  system  
in  Cheltenham, p a r t i c u l a r l y  w ith  r e s p e c t  t o  th e  v a r io u s  ch a rg e s  of 
c o r r u p t io n  as  r a i s e d  by th e  p e t i t i o n s  of 1847 and 1848. As such, t h i s  
a l s o  a l low s  f o r  some i n v e s t i g a t i o n  as  t o  what might be c o n s id e re d  th e  
d i v i s i o n  of " L e g i t im a te "  from " I l l e g i t i m a t e "  a r i s t o c r a t i c  in f lu e n c e  in  
e l e c t i o n s  a f t e r  th e  1832 Reform Act.
I t  no lo n g e r  comes a s  a  s u r p r i s e  t o  th e  r e a d e r  t h a t  b r ib e r y  and 
c o r r u p t io n  s t i l l  rem ained i n t e g r a l  p a r t s  of th e  e l e c t i o n  p ro c e s s  w ell 
a f t e r  th e  s o - c a l l e d  G reat Reform B i l l  o f  1832. The o ld  Whig view o f  an 
emerging dem ocra tic  c o n s t i t u t i o n  fo rg ed  by one g r e a t  m easure a f t e r  
an o th e r  i s  no lo n g e r  t e n a b le ,  but r a t h e r  we see  a s e r i e s  o f  compromised
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and l i m i t e d  m easures beg ru d g in g ly  a d a p t in g  th em se lves  to  new 
c irc u m s ta n c e s  w ith  somewhat narrow a p p l i c a t io n .
That a r i s t o c r a t i c  in f lu e n c e  remained f i rm ly  in  p la c e  (as  indeed  was 
in te n d e d  by th e  f ram ers  of th e  B i l l )  a f t e r  th e  p a s s in g  of th e  Reform Act 
of 1632 i s  unden iab le .  However, what h i s t o r i a n s  a r e  in  l e s s  acco rd  about 
i s  th e  n a tu re  of t h i s  in f lu e n c e .  Alan Heesom has argued  th a t  men l i k e  
Lord Durham and Lord Londonderry m a in ta in ed  t h e i r  in f lu e n c e  by ad o p t in g  
th e  p o l i t i c s  o f  'm u tu a l  advan tage ' w ith  t h e i r  te n a n ts ,  employees and 
c l i e n t s .  He m a in ta in s  th a t  th e  more b l a t a n t  " i l l e g i t i m a t e "  in f lu e n c e  of
th e  Duke of N ew castle  o r  th e  Marquess o f  E x e te r  were th e  e x c e p t io n
r a t h e r  than  th e  ru le .  '
However, C h a r le s  Seymour in  w r i t i n g  about th e  reform ed system  s t a t e s  
t h a t  r i g h t  up to  1885 a r i s t o c r a t i c  c o n t r o l  o f  e l e c t i o n s  p e r s i s t e d  and 
t h a t  ' t h e  v o ice  of th e  peop le  was s t i l l  hushed by means of c o r ru p t  
i n f l u e n c e ' .  = More r e c e n t ly .  P ro f e s s o r  Norman Gash has  commented on th e  
s e r io u s  sh o r t-co m in g s  of th e  1832 Reform Act and concluded  th a t  
' i n e v i t a b l y  t h e r e f o r e  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of th e  o ld  system  p e r s i s t e d  in  
th e  new'. ® In  h i s  i n f l u e n t i a l  H i s t o r i c a l  A s s o c ia t io n  pamphlet. 
P ro fe s so r  H. Hanham, too, p o in t s  out th a t  ' t h e  absence  o f  e f f e c t i v e
c e n t r a l  c o n t ro l  over th e  p r e p a r a t io n  o f  th e  r e g i s t e r s  was p a r a l l e l l e d  by 
a la c k  of e f f e c t i v e  p o l i c in g  of th e  p ro c e s s  o f  v o t in g  i t s e l f .  Not on ly  
was t h e r e  much in t im i d a t i o n  of e l e c t o r s . . . .  but t h e r e  was w idespread  
t r e a t i n g  and b r i b e r y ' .  ^
However, i n  an age s t i l l  s e n s i t i v e  to  i s s u e s  such as  th e  Poulson 
A f f a i r  in  E n g l ish  l o c a l  government and W atergate  in  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  
p o l i t i c s ,  we must be c a r e f u l  not to  b r in g  our own tw e n t i e th  c e n tu ry
p e r s p e c t iv e s  to  th e  i s s u e  of s o - c a l l e d  c o r ru p t io n .  In  an a t tem p t to  make
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more c l e a r  th e  contem porary  s i g n i f i c a n c e  of in f lu e n c e  and b r ib e ry ,  
P.P. C la rk e  has  w r i t t e n  a s  a c o r r e c t i v e  t o  th e  more m o r a l i s t i c  view 
tak en  by e a r l i e r  h i s t o r i a n s  of th e  n in e te e n th  c e n tu ry  th a t :
' a t  h e a r t ,  Seymour d e a l t  w ith  th e  q u e s t io n  a s  a m o r a l i s t .  He 
m a in ta in ed  t h a t  i t  was im p o ss ib le  t o  o v e r s t a t e  th e  im portance  or 
th e  e x te n t  o f  c o r ru p t  p r a c t i c e s  in  e a r l y  V ic to r i a n  e l e c t i o n s .  He 
ten d ed  t o  view them u n e q u iv o c a l ly  -  we re a d  a good d e a l  about not 
o n ly  th e  ' lo w  g rade  o f  p o l i t i c a l  e th o s '  s h a re d  by b r i b e r s  and 
b r ib ed ,  but a l s o  th e  m o ra l ly  d eg rad in g  e f f e c t s  of t r e a t i n g . . . .  How 
we shou ld  r e g a rd  i t  has  very  l i t t l e  t o  do w ith  m o ra l i ty .  What 
m a t te r s  t o  us now i s  contem porary  o p in io n  and p r a c t i c e s . '
C la rk e  th en  goes on t o  show how th e  system  re g a rd e d  e l e c t o r a l  in f lu e n c e  
not a s  a b lack  and w h ite  i s s u e ,  but t h a t  e l e c t i o n  ju d g e s  a t  th e  tim e 
a t tem p ted  to  'make a c l e a r  d i s t i n c t i o n  between b r ib e ry ,  which was by 
d e f i n i t i o n  c o r ru p t ,  and t r e a t i n g ,  which had to  be l in k e d  t o  c o r ru p t  
m o t iv a t io n ' .  ®
F in a l ly ,  T. J. N o s s i t e r ,  in  h i s  s tu d y  of  pos t 1832 N o r th -e a s t  
p o l i t i c s ,  s t a t e s  more d i s p a s s io n a t e ly  t h a t  t h e  v o te  was seen  in  te rm s of 
a commodity to  be bought and s o ld  a c c o rd in g  to  th e  laws of p o l i t i c a l  
su p p ly  and demand. 'H ow ever',  he w r i te s :
' t o  se e  v o t in g  a s  a f i n a n c i a l  t r a n s a c t i o n  d id  not n e c e s s a r i l y  e n t a i l  
c rude  b r ib e ry  and c o r ru p t io n .  "Expenses" were pa id , o f t e n  
g en e ro u s ly  i n t e r p r e t e d  t o  in c lu d e  som eth ing  f o r  l o s t  tim e, w h ile  a t  
t h e  m argins market p o l i t i c s  faded  i n t o  in f lu e n c e  when a v o te r  was 
t ip p e d  f o r  r e n d e r in g  what was a custom ary  s e r v i c e  and i n t o  
co n sc ie n ce  p o l i t i c s  when th e  v o te r  chose  t o  ta k e  h i s  expenses  o r  a 
t i p  from th e  s i d e  he would not have su p p o r te d  in  any c a s e . . . I f  th e
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e l e c t o r  was not p a r t  o f  an e s t a t e  o r  saw no l a r g e  p r i n c i p l e s  
in v o lv ed  in  h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  c o n te s t ,  t h e r e  was a c e r t a i n  
in s t ru m e n ta l  r a t i o n a l i t y  in  c a s t i n g  h i s  v o te  f o r  th e  h ig h e s t  
b i d d e r ' . ®
In  exam ining th e  n a tu r e  o f  a r i s t o c r a t i c  in f lu e n c e  w ie lded  l o c a l l y  by 
Lord Segrave we a r e  f o r t u n a t e  i n  t h a t  t h e r e  e x i s t s  f o r  Cheltenham in  
1847 and 1848 two im p o rtan t  e l e c t i o n  p e t i t i o n s  and t h e i r  accompanying 
s ta t e m e n ts  and c ro s s -e x a m in a t io n s ,  one a g a in s t  e i t h e r  p a r ty ,  bo th  of 
which s u c c e s s f u l l y  o v e r tu rn e d  th e  p re v io u s  e l e c t i o n  r e s u l t ;  and bo th  
h e lp  shed l i g h t  on contem porary  views a s  t o  what was a c c e p ta b le  and
u n a c c e p ta b le  in f lu e n c e  in  th e  'r e fo rm e d  sy s te m '.  That i s  no t t o  say  
though th a t  contem porary  o p in io n  was n e c e s s a r i l y  c l e a r  o r  unanimous on 
t h i s  s u b je c t ,  f o r  l e g i s l a t i o n  c o n t r o l l i n g  i t  had on ly  r e c e n t l y  been 
passed  in  th e  form of th e  1841 B r ib e ry  Acts. The f i r s t  of t h e s e  Acts
had been in t ro d u c e d  by S i r  Robert P ee l a s  a means of im proving th e
methods of choos ing  th e  com m ittees t h a t  c o n s id e re d  c o n t ro v e r te d  
e l e c t i o n s .  The second was in t ro d u c e d  by Lord John R u s s e l l  and enab led  
e l e c t i o n  com m ittees t o  in q u i r e  i n t o  a l l e g a t i o n s  of b r ib e r y  b e fo re
s p e c i f i c  p roof cou ld  be found a g a in s t  a c a n d id a te ,  th e re b y  making i t  
e a s i e r  f o r  h i s  opponents  t o  p re s e n t  a  c a se  a g a in s t  him. P r io r  t o  t h i s  
l a t t e r  Act i t  had been n e c e ss a ry  t o  produce a c t u a l  p ro o f  o f  agency 
b e fo re  a c a n d id a te  cou ld  be unsea ted .
The e f f e c t  of bo th  A cts may be judged  in  t h a t  between 1833 and 1837 
t h e r e  were 86 e l e c t i o n  p e t i t i o n s  of which 36 were d e c la r e d  vo id  o r  undue 
( i . e .  where t h e  s i t t i n g  c a n d id a te  was found not du ly  r e tu r n e d  and th e  
r e t u r n  was amended by th e  s u b s t i t u t i o n  o f  a n o th e r  c a n d id a te ) ,  whereas 
between 1841 and 1853 t h e r e  were 99 e l e c t i o n  p e t i t i o n s  of which 66 were
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d e c la r e d  vo id  o r  undue. ^ C e r t a in ly  one r e s u l t  of th e  A cts was to  
produce more, i f  not alw ays s u c c e s s f u l ,  l i t i g a t i o n .  The n a tu re  o f  such 
l i t i g a t i o n  can c l e a r l y  be seen  in  th e  Cheltenham p e t i t i o n s  produced by 
th e  e l e c t i o n s  of 1847 and 1848 and in  a c o n s id e r a t io n  o f  th e  ev id en ce  
h ea rd  by two s e l e c t  committees.
At th e  s t a r t  o f  1847, however, c o n t r o v e r s i e s  o f  a d i f f e r e n t  k ind  
abso rbed  th e  i n h a b i t a n t s  o f  Cheltenham: th e  r i v a l  c la im s  o f  two ra i lw a y  
companies t o  b u i ld  a l i n e  c o n n e c t in g  Cheltenham w ith  Oxford and London 
and a second i s s u e  d e a l in g  w ith  th e  s t a t e  o f  th e  to w n 's  h e a l th .  With 
re g a rd  t o  th e  former, one ra i lw a y  company backed by B runei and th e  Great 
Western Railway favou red  th e  use o f  a broad gauge t r a c k ,  w h i l s t  th e  
Midland Railway favou red  S te p h e n so n 's  narrow  gauge. The d e t a i l s  of th e  
d eb a te  need not conce rn  us h e re  save  f o r  th e  f a c t  th a t  th e  Free P re s s  i n  
i t s  coverage  o f f e r e d  th e  fo l lo w in g  r e v e a l in g  comment which g iv e s  us some 
id e a  of what th e  to w n 's  c o n t in u in g  s e l f - im a g e  shou ld  be:
' I f  Cheltenham was e x c lu s iv e ly  a commercial p la ce ,  t h i s  argument
( i . e .  narrow  gauge t o  Euston Square Terminus) would d o u b t l e s s  have
c o n s id e r a b le  w eight, but a s  many o f  our f a s h io n a b le  v i s i t o r s  a r e  from 
th e  ' West End' much may on th a t  account be urged  on th e  o th e r  s i d e  ( i . e .  
b road gauge) on b e h a l f  of th e  Paddington  termimus. ' ®
E v e n tu a l ly  th e  broad gauge p r e v a i l e d  and Cheltenham found i t s e l f  
w ith  a r a i lw a y  system  th a t  connec ted  i t  t o  Bath, B r i s t o l ,  Birmingham, 
Swindon and London. The b a t t l e  had not been th a t  easy  f o r  th e  r a i lw a y
company, f o r  one o f  th e  main opponents  t o  th e  scheme had been no l e s s
th a n  th e  Rev. F r a n c i s  C lose  whose o p p o s i t i o n  was based  on th e  o p in io n  
t h a t  a deep r a i lw a y  c u t t i n g  in  th e  town would d r a in  o f f  a l l  th e  w ater ,  a 
s u g g e s t io n  t h a t  th e  Free P ress  was p le a s e d  t o  announce a s  uninform ed,
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s la p - d a s h  and i r r e l e v a n t ,  f o r  C lose  was no man of s c ie n c e  and shou ld  
not a s  such o f f e r  h i s  o p in io n  on such  m a t te r s !  ®
The ra i lw a y  c o n t ro v e r s y  d id  no t,  i t  seems, have much d i r e c t  e f f e c t  
on th e  e l e c t i o n  o f  t h a t  year ,  u n l ik e  th e  o th e r  c u r r e n t  conce rn  of th e  
town which was i t s  s t a t e  of h e a l th .  N a t io n a l ly ,  fo l lo w in g  two s e v e re  
c h o le r a  ep idem ics, t h e r e  had been growing concern  f o r  th e  s t a t e  of 
p u b l ic  h e a l t h  i n  B r i t a i n ' s  towns. Much o f  th e  work i n  i n i t i a t i n g  th e  
i s s u e  had been spearheaded  by th e  i n d e f a t i g a b l e  Edwin Chadwick. 
N a tu r a l ly  t h i s  d e b a te  had been p icked  up in  Cheltenham, which though in  
g e n e ra l  was a f a i r l y  h e a l th y  town t r a d i n g  o f f  i t s  image as  a spa  r e s o r t  
f o r  th e  s ic k ,  s t i l l  had c e r t a i n  q u a r t e r s  which were i n  need of much 
improvement. ' °
As a re fo rm er i n  fav o u r  of th e  proposed  P u b lic  H ea lth  B i l l ,  Craven 
B erkeley  had made a speech  in  which he su p p o r ted  government p o l ic y  and 
spoke in  favour of th e  need fo r  new s a n i t a r y  measures t o  be in t ro d u c e d
i n t o  th e  towns. In  p a r t  o f  t h i s  speech  he was r e p o r te d  to  have s a id  th a t
Cheltenham had more d e a th s  from miasma th a n  any town of th e  same s i z e  in  
England. The impact and p o t e n t i a l  damage o f  t h i s  supposed remark were
not l o s t  on a town which had e s t a b l i s h e d  i t s  fame as  a Spa r e s o r t ,  ' t h e
Queen of W atering P la c e s ' -   ^  ^ Im m ediate ly  th e  o p p o s i t i o n  p r e s s  p o in te d  
out t h a t  th e  town had a  much b e t t e r  m o r t a l i t y  r a t e  th a n  com parable 
p la c e s  l i k e  B r ig h to n  and Bath, and t h a t  most o f  th e  to w n 's  d e a th s  cou ld  
in  f a c t  be a s c r ib e d  t o  th e  h igh  i n f l u x  o f  i n v a l i d s  who came because  of 
i t s  r e p u ta t i o n  a s  a h e a l th y  town. Craven B erke ley  t r i e d  d e s p e r a t e ly  t o  
e x p la in  th a t  h i s  remark had never  m entioned miasma and f e v e r  and t h a t  he 
had g iven  th e  f i g u r e s  m erely  t o  b r in g  about f u r t h e r  p u b l ic  h e a l th  
b e n e f i t s  f o r  a l l  t h e  town. However, th e  damage had been done and th e
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o p p o s i t io n  made g r e a t  i s s u e  out of th e  supposed harm B erke ley  was s a id  
t o  have caused th e  town by h i s  remark.
Cheltenham T o r ie s  cou ld  c la im  th e  moral ascendancy s t i l l  f u r t h e r  by 
p o in t in g  a l s o  t o  B e r k e l e y 's  f a i l u r e  t o  su p p o r t  th e  r e c e n t  P r o s t i t u t i o n  
B i l l .  B e rk e le y 's  argument was th a t  t h e  B i l l  was a b l a t a n t  p ie c e  o f  c l a s s  
l e g i s l a t i o n  and th a t  in  p u n ish in g  th e  u n f o r tu n a t e  women who o f t e n  tu rn e d  
t o  p r o s t i t u t i o n  i n  o rd e r  t o  feed  t h e i r  f a m i l i e s ,  t h e  Government was 
doing  n o th in g  a g a in s t  th o s e  who o rg a n is e d  and b e n e f i t e d  from th e  t r a d e .  
Such an argument f a i l e d  to  convince  th e  Rev. C lose  and h i s  f e l lo w  h ig h -  
minded E v a n g e l ic a ls  who a l re a d y  saw th e  B erke leys  a s  moral r e p ro b a te s ,  
f o r  i t  was an open f a c t  th a t  Lord Segrave housed h i s  m i s t r e s s  in  
Cheltenham.
N a t io n a l ly ,  th e  184-7 e l e c t i o n  was not t o  m ir ro r  th e  s u c c e s s  o f  th e  
T o r ie s  i n  1841. S i r  Robert Peel r e s ig n e d  o f f i c e  fo l lo w in g  th e  d e fe a t  of 
h i s  I r i s h  C oerc ion  B i l l ,  though a more s i g n i f i c a n t  f a c t o r  in  h i s  
d e p a r tu r e  was th e  s p l i t  which had o c c u r re d  w i th in  th e  p a r ty  a f t e r  th e  
r e p e a l  o f  th e  Corn Laws in  1846, t o g e th e r  w ith  h i s  su p p o r t  f o r  th e  
Maynooth Grant and I r i s h  C a th o l ic s  th e  p re v io u s  year. Under Derby one 
wing of th e  p a r ty  r a l l i e d  under th e  o ld  c ry  of 'T he  Church in  danger ' 
and th e  banner of p ro te c t io n i s m  w h i l s t  a s m a l le r  group of ' P e e l i t e s '  
s ta y e d  lo y a l  t o  t h e i r  l e a d e r  and h i s  n o t io n  of c a u t io u s  reform.
In  Cheltenham a t  l e a s t ,  th e  T o r ie s  cou ld  ta k e  h e a r t  in  B e r k e l e y 's  
p r e - e l e c t i o n  s tum bles  and were a b le  t o  produced t h e i r  own c a n d id a te  t o  
f i g h t  th e  1847 c o n te s t  in  th e  shape o f  S i r  W illoughby Jones . Although he 
c la im ed  t o  be a l o c a l  man. S i r  W illoughby J o n e s '  fam ily  came from 
N orfo lk , where he h im se lf  had been a J. P. The e f f e c t s  o f  th e  re c e n t  
s p l i t  in  Tory ran k s  over th e  r e p e a l  o f  th e  Corn Laws does not seem
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e v id e n t  in  Cheltenham as  th e  p a r ty  managed to  put up a s p i r i t e d  a t t a c k  
a g a in s t  th e  L ib e r a l s .  A second Tory (presum ably P e e l i t e )  c a n d id a te ,  
C ap ta in  Edmund C a r r in g to n  Smith, s to o d  on a p la t fo rm  of r e p e a l  of th e  
malt and window ta x e s  and re fo rm  of p u b l ic  h e a l th  in  th e  town, but made 
l i t t l e  impact p o l l i n g  on ly  fo u r  v o te s .  Undeniably Willoughby Jones  was 
th e  to w n 's  o f f i c i a l  Tory c a n d id a te  and a s  such, he en joyed  th e  f i rm  
su p p o r t  o f  two key f ig u r e s :  th e  p re v io u s  Tory c a n d id a te  and l o r d  of th e  
manor James Agg-Gardner and th e  u n t i r i n g  Rev. F r a n c is  C lose.
The speeches  o f  S i r  Willoughby seem c u r io u s ly  devo id  o f  any p o l ic y  
but do c o n ta in  what a r e  by any s ta n d a rd s  m arve llous  examples of campaign 
r h e to r i c :
' I  c o n s id e r  England and a l l  h e r  c o lo n ie s  shou ld  be a s  one empire, 
and th a t  London shou ld  be h e r  g r e a t  c a p i t a l ,  and t h a t  we sh o u ld  be 
a b le  t o  say, on our em pire th e  sun never  s e t s ' ;  and 'Y es  gentlemen, 
i t  i s  by th e  d i f f u s i o n  of e d u ca t io n ,  i t  i s  by lo o k in g  a f t e r  th e  
w e lfa re  of our p o p u la t io n ,  i t  i s  by im proving t h e i r  d w e ll in g s ,  i t  
i s  by d r a in in g  t h e i r  s t r e e t s ,  i t  i s  by d r iv i n g  away fe v e r ,  i t  i s  by 
h e lp in g  th e  p h y s ic a l  and moral w e l f a r e  o f  th e  peop le  t h a t  t h i s  
c o u n try  must m a in ta in  i t s  p o s i t i o n  as  Queen of th e  Seas. ' ^^
The p a t r i o t i c  to n e  of such speech  w ith  i t s  a ccen t  on th e  tw in  themes of 
Empire and p u b l ic  w e l fa re  i s  most re m in is c e n t  o f  D i s r a e l i ' s  Young 
England movement, which in  t u r n  was t o  become th e  fo cu s  o f  a  new 
Conservatism . I f  th e  s t i r r i n g  appea l t o  Empire encouraged th e  m i l i t a r y  
r e s i d e n t s ,  l i k e  D i s r a e l i ,  some of C he l tenham 's  T o r ie s  were a l s o  
b eg in n in g  to  se n se  t h a t  th e  new w orking c l a s s ,  a few o f whom had th e  
vo te ,  were a f o r c e  t h a t  needed to  be won over w h i ls t  th e  commercial 
m iddle c l a s s e s  rem ained lo y a l  t o  L ib e ra l ism ; and S i r  W illoughby Jones
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made s u re  t o  in c lu d e  in  h i s  speeches  p rom ises  t o  a t t e n d  to  th e  p h y s ic a l  
comfort of th e  la b o u r in g  p o p u la t io n .
I t  i s  ha rd  though t o  se e  where B erke ley  su p p o r t  in  th e  town may have 
dwindled, f o r  m ee tings  of both  C he l tenham 's  C h a r t i s t s  and C he ltenham 's  
n o n -c o n fo rm is ts  ended w ith  them p le d g in g  t h e i r  f i rm  su p p o r t  t o  B erkeley . 
At th e  t im e  of th e  1847 e l e c t i o n ,  w ith  B e r k e l e y 's  su p p o r t  f o r  th e  
b a l l o t ,  even th e  most r a d i c a l  o f  opponents, th e  Free Press,  had come 
over t o  s u p p o r t in g  h i s  c a n d id a tu re .
The vo tin g ,  when i t  took p la ce ,  was c lo se .  B erkeley  p o l l e d  907 v o te s  
t o  Willoughby Jo n e s '  1015. Im m ediately  th e  Free P ress  c a l l e d  th e  r e s u l t  
a d i s g r a c e  and s t a t e d  th a t  th e  L ib e r a l  p a r ty  ( s i c )  need not s p e c u la te  
upon th e  cau ses  which combined to  p roduce t h e i r  d e f e a t ,  f o r  th e y  were 
to o  p l a i n l y  'm i s r e p r e s e n t a t i o n ,  c o r ru p t io n ,  m is fo r tu n e ,  i n t i m i d a t i o n  and 
t r e a c h e r y ' .  Some months l a t e r  i t  was t h e r e f o r e  a b le  t o  r e p o r t  t h a t  th e  
L ib e ra l  p a r ty  agen t ,  James Boodle, had made such r e p r e s e n t a t i o n s  a s  to  
b r in g  a case  a g a in s t  th e  T o r ie s  f o r  b r ib e r y  d u r in g  th e  e l e c t i o n .  Such a 
p ro c e s s  i t  seems was a slow  one f o r  i t  was not u n t i l  December t h a t  th e  
House of Commons vo ted  on w hether th e  Cheltenham p e t i t i o n  would go t o  a 
s e l e c t  committee ( th e  v o t in g  was a c t u a l l y  134-125 th a t  i t  s h o u ld ) ,  and 
not u n t i l  May th e  fo l lo w in g  y ear  t h a t  t h e  c a se  was heard .
The Committee, which met in  May, o f  Rt.Hon John Wilson F i t z p a t r i c k ,  
Hon. W illiam  Bagot, S i r  George P h i l i p s  and Alex S m a l le t t  esq , was 
c h a i r e d  by Morgan John O 'C onnell and h ea rd  th e  ev id en ce  o f  f i v e  
w itn e sse s ;  Samuel M orris ,  W illiam  Durbin, John P i t t ,  W illiam  I s h e r  and 
George Havdcins. The o p p o s i t io n  c a se  t h a t  b r ib e r y  had ta k e n  p la c e  
focused  on th e  o f f e r s  made to  fo u r  o f  th e s e  men o f  employment a s  
m essengers  d u r in g  th e  e l e c t i o n .  Sums ra n g in g  from 5s. t o  35s. were
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quoted  f o r  which th e  men were t o l d  t h a t  th e y  need not do a n y th in g  o th e r  
th an  r e p o r t  t o  th e  p a r ty  rooms a t  th e  Royal H otel.  Although much of th e  
c a n v a ss in g  and payment was done by George Hawkins and two Cheltenham 
s o l i c i t o r s ,  Gwinnet and M ick lew righ t,  some of th e  w i tn e s s e s  spoke of S i r  
Willoughby Jones  h im se lf  be ing  p re s e n t  a t  th e  com mittee rooms. T h is  was 
an im portan t p o in t  i f  agency was t o  be proved. Another im p o r tan t  p o in t  
was t h a t  fo u r  men vdio had r e c e iv e d  payment from th e  T o r ie s  a l s o  s a id  
t h a t  fo rm er ly  th e y  had vo ted  L ib e ra l .  The key w i tn e s s  was Hawkins 
h im se lf ,  who in  th e  f i r s t  in s ta n c e ,  a s  a Tory agen t ,  had approached
th e s e  men about v o t in g  f o r  S i r  W illoughby Jones . D e sp i te  Tory a t te m p ts
to  keep him out of th e  way by sen d in g  him to  London, he had e v e n tu a l ly
been p r e v a i l e d  on by th e  L i b e r a l s  and persuaded  t o  g iv e  them th e
ev idence  th ey  needed.
In  t h i s  c a se  th e  Committee were happy t h a t  bo th  b r ib e r y  and agency 
had been proved ( i . e .  t h e  a c t s  had been committed w ith  th e  knowledge and 
consen t of S i r  Willoughby Jones)  and d e c la r e d  th e  e l e c t i o n  void.
A new e l e c t i o n  in  June 1848 r e tu r n e d  Craven B erke ley  w ith  1024 to  
h i s  former ad v e rsa ry ,  James A gg-G ardner 's  848, which in  t u r n  was 
im m ediate ly  c o n te s t e d  by a Tory p e t i t i o n .  T h is  tim e th e  S e le c t  Committee 
met in  August and in c lu d e d  amongst i t s  members S a v i l e  Craven, Henry Ogle 
e s q . , Roundel1 Parmer e s q . , Ralph T h ickness  e s q . , Hon. C a p ta in  H a r r i s  
and i t s  chairm an S i r  W illiam  Clay. A much l a r g e r  number o f  w i tn e s s e s  
were c a l l e d  (some tw e n ty -s ix )  and a l l  gave te s t im o n y  t o  how Craven 
B erkeley  had used i l l e g a l  methods t o  o b ta in  v o te s  d u r in g  th e  e l e c t i o n .  
M anuscrip t c o p ie s  a t  th e  G lo u c e s te r s h i r e  Record O f f ic e  su g g es t  t h a t  many 
f u r t h e r  s ta te m e n ts  were c o l l e c t e d  and p re p a re d  but not a c t u a l l y  used f o r  
th e  p e t i t i o n .
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The range  of a c t i v i t i e s  in  which B erke ley  was s a id  t o  have indu lged  
i s  bo th  c o lo u r f u l  and c o n s id e ra b le .  One of th e  most common was a g a in  th e  
employment of m essengers , who were p a id  v a r io u s  sums d u r in g  th e  e l e c t i o n  
f o r  nominal d u t i e s  i f  th e y  gave t h e i r  v o te s  t o  th e  L ib e r a l s .  One such 
w i tn e s s  was W illiam  C ull ,  a 26 y ea r  o ld  c a r p e n te r  of 254 High S t r e e t .  
C u ll  s t a t e d  th a t  he was approached in  th e  High S t r e e t  by James Boodle, 
th e  s e c r e t a r y  of th e  L ib e ra l  A ss o c ia t io n ,  and asked  w hether he would 
g iv e  h i s  v o te  t o  B erkeley . C u ll  e x p re s se d  concern  th a t  he d id  not th in k  
t h a t  he was a b le  t o  v o te  because  he had not yet p a id  h i s  r a t e s .  'N ever 
mind t h a t , '  s a id  Boodle, ' I ' l l  put t h a t  r i g h t  i f  y o u ' l l  come w ith  me'.
Boodle th en  put C u ll  in  c o n ta c t  w ith  P e te r  Vines, who took  C u ll  on as  a
messenger, vrtiereby he r e c e iv e d  £1 a week f o r  th e  d u r a t i o n  of th e
e l e c t i o n .  L ike many o th e r s .  C u l l ' s  s t a t u s  a s  a m essenger seems t o  have 
in v o lv ed  him in  do ing  no work a t  a l l  o th e r  th an  h i s  go ing  to  th e
Committee Room each S a tu rday  n ig h t  t o  c o l l e c t  h i s  £1! On one v i s i t  he 
e s t im a te d  th a t  t h e r e  were some 150 p e rso n s  w a i t in g  t o  be pa id .  In  
a d d i t i o n  to  h i s  £1 p e r  week. Boodle seems t o  have g iven  C u ll  13s. t o  pay 
h i s  r a t e s ,  which a t  th e  tim e C u ll  though t t o  be a g i f t ,  but a f te rw a rd s  
became th e  s u b je c t  o f  a c o u r t  case . Another w itn e ss ,  Jo seph  H i l l ,  was
p a id  l i k e  C u ll  t o  be a  messenger, but he a l s o  added t h a t  he met and
shook hands w ith  Craven B erkeley  in  th e  Committee Room.
D esp i te  B e r k e l e y 's  supposed i n s t r u c t i o n s  t o  h i s  a g e n ts  t h a t  not a
s i n g l e  p in t  of b ee r  o r  a s i n g l e  b r e a k f a s t  shou ld  be g iv en  f r e e  d u r in g  
th e  e l e c t i o n ,  h i s  opponents  were a b l e  t o  produce a number of p r i n t e d  
c a rd s  g iven  out t o  v o te r s  p rom ising  b r e a k f a s t  a t  v a r io u s  p u b l ic  houses. 
George Norman s t a t e d  th a t  he had been o rd e red  to  p r i n t  some 1700 of 
th e s e  ' s u p e r f i n e  c o lo u re d  b re a k fa s t  t i c k e t s '  which had th en  been se n t
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out t o  B e r k e l e y 's  ag en ts .  L a te r  i n s t r u c t i o n s  had been g iv en  t o  remove 
th e  word ' b r e a k f a s t '  from th e  ca rd s ,  but C u l l ' s  s ta te m e n t  t e l l s  a r a t h e r
d i f f e r e n t  s to r y .  ---------------------- -------------------------------------- --------
On th e  morning o f  th e  e l e c t i o n  a  l e t t e r  a r r i v e d  a t  h i s  house w ith  a 
t i c k e t  f o r  b r e a k f a s t  a t  th e  K in g 's  Head. He th e n  went t h e r e  w ith  te n  
o th e r s  and b r e a k f a s t e d  b e fo re  p o l l in g .  On t h e i r  r e t u r n  from th e  p o l l  
th e y  co n t in u ed  t o  b r e a k f a s t  sum ptuously  on co ld  meats, c o f fe e ,  eggs, 
b ee r  and brandy. As w ell  a s  h i s  f e l lo w  v o te r s .  C u ll  was now accompanied 
by h i s  w ife , and th e y  a l l  co n t in u e d  to  e a t  and d r in k  u n t i l  3 o 'c lo c k .  
C u ll  g l e e f u l l y  r e c i t e d  th a t  ' I  took  my w ife  and a f r i e n d  o r  two th e r e  
and s a t  d i f f e r e n t  t im es  and I  o rd e re d  fo r  them what, and what I o rd e red  
was b rough t '  ( a l l  a t  no c o s t  t o  h im s e l f ) .  At 4 o 'c lo c k  when i t  became 
c l e a r  t h a t  B e r k e l e y 's  a g e n ts  were s a y in g  t h a t  th e y  d id  not want t o  run 
up any more expense, th e  e n e r g e t i c  C u ll  s t i l l  managed to  v i s i t  and 
in d u lg e  a t  th e  Royal Oak, th e  Golden Grapes, th e  C leve land  Arms and th e  
Cross Keys. During th e  even ing  th e  ex c e ss  c o n t in u e d  as  he a l s o  r e c e iv e d  
f r e e  su p p ers  a t  th e  Adam and Eve, th e  D olphin  and th e  Lansdown Inn!
As w ell a s  m essengers  p a r t i e s  a l s o  employed flagmen, who in  t h i s  
c ase  were p a id  5s. a day by B e r k e l e y 's  L i b e r a l s  t o  show t h e i r  c o lo u rs .  
P e te r  Vines, th e  L ib e r a l  agen t ,  c la im ed  th a t  many of th e  two hundred o r  
so were not v o t e r s  and th a t  t h e i r  rew ard o f  f r e e  b ee r  was a modest one 
in  view of t h e i r  s e r v i c e s  on th e  day.
Luke Hayward, however, was a v o te r  a s  w e ll  a s  a keen am ateur p la y e r  
of th e  cornopean. He a l s o  had been approached  by Boodle who h i r e d  him 
f o r  £2 12s 6d to  p la y  h i s  in s tru m en t  d u r in g  th e  e l e c t i o n .  He was a l s o  
p a id  an a d d i t i o n a l  h a l f  a gu in ea  f o r  blow ing i t  a t  fo u r  i n  th e  morning 
on p o l l  day ' t o  murder s l e e p  a l l  over  Cheltenham' a f t e r  which he and h i s
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f e l lo w  m usic ians  were g iv en  a f r e e  b r e a k f a s t  a t  th e  Dolphin.
Both d u r in g  th e  1847 e l e c t i o n  and th e  1848 r e - e l e c t i o n  in  June, th e  
T o r ie s  c la im ed th a t  not on ly  had B erkeley  b r ib e d ,  th r e a te n e d  and c a jo le d  
v a r io u s  e l e c t o r s  but t h a t  i n  some c a s e s  he had c o r r u p t l y  in f lu e n c e d  
v o te r s  to  v o te  o r  f o r b e a r  from vo tin g .  During th e  1848 e l e c t i o n ,  Rowland 
James T ic e h u rs t ,  a s o l i c i t o r  of Cheltenham, a t te m p t in g  t o  s e rv e  n o t i c e s  
on a number o f  B erke ley  s u p p o r te r s  in fo rm ing  them th a t  B e r k e le y 's  
canvass  would be d e c la re d  n u l l  and void , was approached  by a Mr A rk e l l  
h o ld in g  a s t i c k  in  a t h r e a t e n i n g  manner, w arning him of f u r t h e r  v io le n c e  
sh o u ld  he c o n t in u e  t o  d e l i v e r  th e  n o t i c e s .  Henry Smart, a b a i l i f f ,  a l s o  
c la im ed  th a t  B erkeley  had r e c r u i t e d  s t r o n g  men from a l l  o ver  t h e  county, 
( in c lu d in g  one named Evans, a p r i z e  f i g h t e r  from Tewkesbury) and armed 
them w ith  ye llow  ash  s t a v e s  w ith  i n s t r u c t i o n s  t o  'knock  th e  b lu e s  down' 
sho u ld  th ey  i n t e r f e r e  a t  th e  p o l l in g .  Smart went on t o  say  t h a t  a number 
of b lu e s  were p re v e n te d  from p o l l i n g  by th e s e  'men w ith  b lu d g e o n s ' .
Another l i s t  of names c o l l e c t e d  a s  ev idence  a g a in s t  B erkeley  
in c lu d e d  th o se  not e n t i t l e d  t o  v o te  (bad v o te s  r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  ' s c r e w s ' ) .  
These in c lu d e d  Joseph  Dancy whose r e n t  o f  £8 was not s u f f i c i e n t  t o  a l lo w  
him to  vote ; Joseph  Freeman of B eckford  who l i v e d  beyond th e  s t a t u t o r y  
seven  m ile s  from th e  borough; W illiam  Jen n in g s  who was brought down from 
London a t  g r e a t  c o s t  in  o rd e r  t o  vote ; W illiam  Jones  of Birmingham who 
im personated  W illiam  Jones  of 10, P o r t la n d  P la c e  who had d ie d  in  O ctober 
1846, and bo th  George Reeve and George Cooke who im persona ted  t h e i r  
f a th e r s .  Two f u r t h e r  c a t e g o r i e s  o f  f a l s e  v o te r s  were l i s t e d ,  namely 
c o l l e c t o r s  of th e  window ta x  and l u n a t i c s ,  bo th  w ith  exam ples su p p l ie d .
Once ag a in  th e  S e le c t  C om m ittee 's  problem was t o  c o n s id e r  how much 
o f  t h i s  was l e g i t i m a t e  expense and in f lu e n c e ,  and second, how much
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knowledge of i t  cou ld  be a t t r i b u t e d  to  B erkeley  h im se lf ,  o r  th e  
m ach in a t io n s  of h i s  a g e n ts  James Boodle and P e te r  Vines. T h e i r  f i r s t  
v e r d i c t  was t h a t  B erke ley  th rough  h i s  a g e n ts  had been g u i l t y  of t r e a t i n g  
and as  such was in c a p a b le  of b e in g  e l e c t e d  to  s i t  i n  P a r l ia m e n t .  The 
i n t e n t i o n  was t o  hand th e  s e a t  over  t o  th e  d e fe a te d  c a n d id a te ,  James 
Agg-Gardner, but t h i s  i n  t u r n  was c o n te s t e d  and e v e n tu a l ly  th e  Committee 
d e c la re d  th e  e l e c t i o n  vo id  and new w r i t s  were is su ed .
In  September 1848 th e  t h i r d  e l e c t i o n  in  t h r e e  y e a rs  was du ly  c a l l e d  
and, w ith  Craven B erke ley  i n e l i g i b l e  t o  s tan d ,  h i s  p la c e  was ta k e n  not 
u n n a tu ra l ly  by h i s  cous in ,  G r e n v i l l e  C h a r le s  Lennox B erkeley , who 
d e fe a te d  th e  L ib e ra l  C o n se rv a t iv e  ( P e e l i t e )  c a n d id a te  Bickham E s c o t t  985 
v o te s  t o  835.
Such e v e n ts  were not t o  be l i m i t e d  t o  Cheltenham a lo n e  a s  over th e  
nex t f i f t y  y e a r s  G lo u c e s te r s h i r e  was t o  a c q u i re  som eth ing  of a 
r e p u ta t io n  as  a c o r ru p t  county. S troud , f o r  example, saw a rem arkab le  
s e r i e s  of f i v e  e l e c t i o n s  and t h r e e  p e t i t i o n s  w i th in  th e  two y e a r s  of 
1874 and 1875, and of tw e n ty -e ig h t  p e t i t i o n s  p r e s e n te d  n a t i o n a l l y  in  
1880, t h r e e  were from th e  G lo u c e s te r s h i r e  boroughs of Cheltenham, S tro u d  
and Tewkesbury. The one from Cheltenham had been brought a g a in s t  th e  
L ib e ra l  Baron de F e r r i e r e s  by th e  d e fe a te d  C o n se rv a t iv e  James Tynte Agg- 
Gardner (M. P. f o r  th e  borough 1874-80 and 1885-94 and e l d e s t  son of 
James Agg-Gardner). I n i t i a l l y  th e  C o n s e rv a t iv e s  c la im ed  t h a t  t h e  Baron 
was an a l i e n  but t h i s  was soon dropped when i t  was d is c o v e re d  t h a t  he 
had been n a t u r a l i s e d  by a p r i v a t e  a c t  of P a r l iam en t i n  1867. I n s te a d ,  
th e y  c o n c e n t ra te d  on th e  c la im  t h a t  he had t r e a t e d  th e  v o t e r s  t o  f r e e  
co a l ,  b read  and beer. The Baron i t  seems had not on ly  v a r i e d  th e  f a y re ,  
but more s i g n i f i c a n t l y  s e l e c t e d  a s k i l f u l  e l e c t i o n  agen t in  Mr.
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Chesshyre; th e  l a t t e r  had, i t  ap p ea rs ,  been w ise enough t o  make s u re  
t h a t  t h e r e  had been no d i r e c t  a s s o c i a t i o n  between th e  p a r ty  l e a d e r s  and 
th e  more dubious e l e c t i o n  p r a c t i c e s ,  and th e  p e t i t i o n  was e v e n tu a l ly  
d ism issed  a s  th e  S e le c t  Committee f a i l e d  to  f in d  s u f f i c i e n t  p roof  of 
agency. The ju d g e s '  more t o l e r a n t  a t t i t u d e  tow ards such p ro ced u re s  i s  
shown by t h e i r  rem arks t h a t  th e y  had no wish to  i n h i b i t  genu ine  c h a r i t y  
nor d id  th e y  wish to  c o n s id e r  c a s e s  brought b e fo re  th e  d i s s o l u t i o n  of 
P a r l iam en t and th e  s t a r t  o f  th e  e l e c t i o n  campaign p roper.
D esp i te  th e  p a s s in g  o f  th e  S e c re t  B a l lo t  Act of 1872 and th e  C orrupt 
P r a c t i c e s  Act in  1883 and th e  s te a d y  d e c l in e  of e l e c t i o n  p e t i t i o n s ,  
c o r r u p t io n  and b r ib e r y  co n t in u ed  in  th e  County up to  th e  e l e c t i o n  of 
1910 and th e  advent of th e  F i r s t  World War. Only th e  e n la rg e d  e l e c t o r a t e  
a f t e r  1918 made th e  p r a c t i c e  of d i r e c t  b r ib e r y  to o  e x p en s iv e  and no 
lo n g e r  p r a c t i c a b l e .
E le c t i o n  m a lp ra c t ic e  th e n  was not a new or odd f e a t u r e  of th e  
system, but t h e r e  rem ains  a need to  a s s e s s  i t s  im portance  in  t h e  1840s. 
As th e  comments o f  th e  1880 e l e c t i o n  ju d g e s  have shown, t h e r e  was a t h i n  
d iv id e  in  contem porary  minds between l e g i t i m a t e  rew ard and i l l e g a l  
t r e a t i n g  or  b r ib e ry .  Custom d i c t a t e d  th a t  v o te r s  looked to  be rewarded 
f o r  t h e i r  fa v o u rs  and f o r  th o s e  working c l a s s  e lem en ts  who had th e  vote , 
th e  a d d i t i o n a l  income p ro v id ed  by employment a s  m essengers , flagm en o r  
m u s ic ian s  must have been v ery  welcome. Much has  been w r i t t e n  on how easy  
i t  was under th e  unreform ed system  f o r  l o c a l  p a t ro n s  t o  c o n t r o l  a 
borough s e a t  in  t h i s  way;
' t h e  e ig h te e n th  c e n tu ry  e l e c t o r a l  system  was adm irab ly  s u i t e d  to  
th e  use of p a tro n a g e  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  p u r p o s e s . . .  In  c o n s t i t u e n c i e s  
v^ e re  th e  f r a n c h i s e  was r e s t r i c t e d  t o  a h and fu l  of peo p le  th e
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p o t e n t i a l  o f  p a tro n a g e  i s  a p p a re n t .  The s m a l ln e s s  of e l e c t o r a t e s  
a l s o  made i t  p o s s i b l e  f o r  p a t ro n s  to  dominate and c o n t ro l  
s e v e r a l  c o n s t i t u e n c i e s '
Such expenses  th e n  were t o l e r a b l e  in  c o n s t i t u e n c i e s  i ^ e r e  th e  amount 
of v o te r s  was sm all  and v ^ e re  c o n te s t e d  e l e c t i o n s  were few. The 1532 
Reform B i l l  saw th e  c r e a t i o n  o f  much l a r g e r  c o n s t i t u e n c i e s  (by 1847 
Cheltenham had over  2 ,000  r e g i s t e r e d  v o te r s )  and c o n te s t e d  e l e c t i o n s  
became th e  norm. In  a d d i t i o n  t h e r e  was always th e  P re s s  ( p a r t i c u l a r l y  
a c t i v e  in  Cheltenham) and p r in t e d  e l e c t i o n  l i t e r a t u r e  t o  e n su re  th a t  
p o l i t i c a l  ek c i tem en t was kept a t  i t s  h ig h e s t  around e l e c t i o n  time. I t  
must a l s o  be remembered th a t  a lo n g s id e  th e  b u s in e s s  of t r e a t i n g  o n e 's  
s u p p o r te r s  t h e r e  were a ho s t  of o th e r  expenses  t o  be met, such  a s  th e  
e r e c t i n g  of boo ths ,  th e  h i r i n g  of com m ittee rooms, th e  expenses  of th e  
r e t u r n i n g  o f f i c e r  and p o l l  c l e r k s ,  and th e  c o s t  of a d m in is te r in g  oa th s .  
P ro f e s s o r  Gash q u o te s  o f f i c i a l  ch a rg e s  from £400 to  £700 fo r  boroughs 
c o n te s te d  in  th e  1841 e l e c t i o n .
To th e s e  must be added th e  q u a s i - l e g a l  o r  more i n d i v id u a l  expenses  
borne by th e  c a n d id a te  i f  he wished t o  win th e  s e a t .  One o f  th e  main 
p o in t s  brought out by th e  1847/8 p e t i t i o n s  was t h a t  bo th  p a r t i e s  were 
in d u lg in g  in  t r e a t i n g  th e  v o te r s  t o  such an e x te n t  t h a t  i t  would not pay 
a c a n d id a te  to  be n ig g a rd ly  i f  he wished to  avo id  d e fe a t .  No lo n g e r  do 
we j u s t  h ea r  t a l k  o f  Lord S e g ra v e 's  heavy pu rse ,  f o r  th e  l o c a l  Tory 
p a r ty  seems to  have reco v e re d  from i t s  im pecunious s t a t e  of th e  1830s 
and was a b le  t o  spend l a r g e  amounts i t s e l f  on th e  e l e c t i o n .  We may 
s p e c u la te  on th e  so u rc e  of th e  funds but t h e  a d d i t i o n  t o  th e  p a r ty  ran k s  
of such  w ealthy  landed  f a m i l i e s  and b u s in e s s  men as  th e  Agg-Gardners 
(w ith  t h e i r  brew ing i n t e r e s t s )  must have been o f  enormous b e n e f i t .  One
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p ie c e  o f  ev id en ce  a lone ,  c o l l e c t e d  by th e  L i b e r a l s  f o r  a  c o u n te r -  
p e t i t i o n  in  1847, i n d i c a t i n g  th e  s c a l e  o f  th e s e  c o s t s ,  i s  a h e f ty  b i l l  
from th e  White Lion f o r  food, wine and broken g la s s e s ,  t o  th e  sum of 
£193 15s.
One problem f o r  c a n d id a te s  was t h a t  w ith  a c o n te s t e d  e l e c t i o n  th e y  
cou ld  no lo n g e r  be s u r e  t h a t  t h e i r  sp en d in g  would produce th e  r i g h t  
r e s u l t s .  Take th e  c a se  o f  George King ju n io r :  he s ig n e d  on a s  a
messenger a t  £1 a week and was p l i e d  by th e  L i b e r a l s  w ith  f r e e  b ee r  and 
b r e a k f a s t s  on ly  t o  be th w ar te d  by th e  ' t r u e  b lu e '  George King s e n io r ,  
who a n g r i l y  marched h i s  son down t o  th e  booth  on p o l l i n g  day and s to o d  
over him w h i ls t  he vo ted  f o r  th e  Tory c a n d id a te .  There was a l s o  th e  
o p p o r tu n i s t  cornopean p la y e r ,  Luke Hayward, who q u i t e  h a p p i ly  r e c e iv e d  
commissions from L i b e r a l s  and T o r ie s ,  p la y in g  f o r  b o th  a t  th e  same 
e l e c t i o n .
There a r e  a l s o  some ominous s ig n s  in  th e  w i tn e s s e s '  s ta t e m e n ts  th a t  
some of th e  more t r a d i t i o n a l  p r a c t i c e s  were not enough t o  win over  th e  
v o te r s .  Thomas Heywood, f o r  example, com plained th a t  he o n ly  r e c e iv e d  £1 
pe r  week fo r  h i s  s e r v i c e s ,  vdien he ex p ec ted  5s  a day, and t h a t  a s  f a r  a s  
he was concerned  he would ta k e  h i s  v o te  over t o  th e  T o r ie s .  Undoubtedly 
th e  c o s t  of borough-m ongering was s p i r a l l i n g  and c a n d id a te s  would have 
to  th in k  h a rd  b e fo re  u n d e r ta k in g  th e  expense o f  an e l e c t i o n .  
S i g n i f i c a n t l y ,  Colonel F ra n c is  B erkeley , who h e ld  th e  s e a t  from 1856-65, 
w ro te  t o  h i s  f a t h e r  on h i s  d e fe a t  in  1865 th a t  ' t h e  p la c e  i s  very  d ea r  
and more money i s  sp en t  on p o l i t i c a l  m a t te r s  th a n  i t  i s  worth. I  wish I  
had never  seen  th e  town of C heltenham .' In  f a c t ,  he was th e  l a s t  
B erkeley  ev e r  t o  c o n te s t  th e  borough.
The p e t i t i o n s  a l s o  show a more p o s i t i v e  s id e  t o  borough p o l i t i c s
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emerging in  th e  1840s, t h a t  i s  th e  development o f  p a r ty  o r g a n iz a t io n  and 
machinery a lo n g s id e  a p a r t i s a n  p re s s .  Much has  a l re a d y  been s a i d  of th e  
work o f  p a r ty  a g e n ts  James Boodle and W illiam  Lawrence in  th e
r e g i s t r a t i o n  c o u r t s  a f t e r  th e  e l e c t i o n  of 1841. However what th e
p e t i t i o n s  a l s o  show i s  p a r ty  a c t i v i t y  d u r in g  th e  e l e c t i o n  i t s e l f .  Both 
s e t s  o f  p e t i t i o n s  m ention p a r ty  h e a d - q u a r t e r s  in  th e  shape of  committee 
rooms and an a p p a ra tu s  f o r  th e  s y s te m a t ic  payments t o  th e  h o s t  of
m essengers  employed by bo th  p a r t i e s .  Both p a r t i e s  had t h e i r  own network 
of p u b l ic  houses decked out in  p a r ty  c o lo u r s  and s e r v in g  b ee r  and 
b r e a k f a s t s  t o  t h e i r  own s u p p o r te r s .  In  a d d i t io n ,  bo th  p a r t i e s  had groups 
of h i r e d  m usic ians  t o  p la y  (sometimes a t  ungodly ho u rs )  d u r in g  th e  
e l e c t i o n .  The L i b e r a l s  took  t h e i r  o r g a n iz a t i o n  a s t a g e  f u r t h e r  and had
c a rd s  p r in t e d  out and d i s t r i b u t e d  to  t h e i r  l o c a l  a g e n ts  in  th e  wards to
hand out to  o f f e r  f r e e  b r e a k f a s t s  t o  p o t e n t i a l  v o te r s .  On th e s e
o c c a s io n s  t h e i r  r e s p e c t i v e  new spapers p rov ided  u s e f u l  means of
a d d re s s in g  th e  e l e c t o r a t e .
As w ell a s  James Boodle, th e  L i b e r a l s  had a number of r e g u la r  p a r ty  
w orkers v^ose re c ru i tm e n t  from p a r t i c u l a r  s o c i a l  g roups may have a l s o  
helped. P e te r  Vines d e s c r ib e d  h im se lf  a s  a  form er c a r p e n te r  and sometime 
c o l l e c t o r  of th e  p a r o c h ia l  r a t e s .  His d u t i e s  f o r  th e  L i b e r a l s  in c lu d e d  
th e  r e g i s t r a t i o n  of t h e i r  v o te r s  and th e  employment o f  m essengers  d u r in g  
th e  e l e c t i o n .  A ccording t o  many of th e  w i tn e s s e s '  s t a t e m e n t s  i t  was 
Vines who, w ith  Boodle, d i r e c t l y  approached  a number o f  p o t e n t i a l  v o te r s  
t o  s e c u re  t h e i r  s e r v i c e s  f o r  th e  L ib e r a l s .  Henry Bishop, a l e a t h e r  
s e l l e r ,  was g iv en  ch arge  o f  th e  two hundred o r  so  flagmen and 
c o n s ta b le s .  For th e  purpose  of can v ass in g ,  th e  p a r ty  w orkers  d iv id e d  th e  
borough up i n t o  e ig h t  d i s t r i c t s  each w ith  two c a n v a ss in g  a g en ts .  One of
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which was C h a r le s  C hesh ire ,  a s o l i c i t o r  o f  Cheltenham, who canvassed  
Number 7 d i s t r i c t  which in c lu d e d  th e  High S t r e e t  and Bath Road. His jo b  
was to  r e p o r t  r e g u l a r l y  t o  Boodle a t  t h e  committee rooms and th e n  go out 
w ith  c an v a ss in g  l e t t e r s  and b r e a k f a s t  t i c k e t s  t o  s o l i c i t  v o te s  f o r  
B erkeley . He was a l s o  t o l d  t o  make arrangem en ts  t o  g e t  v o te r s  t o  th e  
boo ths  on th e  day o f  th e  p o l l .
Less ev idence  i s  p r e s e n te d  in  th e  p e t i t i o n  a g a in s t  S i r  Willoughby 
Jones  and th e  T o r ie s  but th e y  a l s o  had t h e i r  own ag en ts .  George Hawkins, 
a shoemaker, was g iven  th e  ta s k  of ap p ro ach in g  p o t e n t i a l  v o te r s  d i r e c t l y  
and employing them a s  m essengers; George M ick lew righ t, a banker and 
a t t o r n e y ' s  c l e r k ,  was r e s p o n s ib le  f o r  pay ing  them a t  th e  p a r t y ' s  
committee rooms.
Obviously  one need f o r  such middlemen was t o  p r o t e c t  th e  c a n d id a te s  
shou ld  any ch a rg e  of b r ib e r y  be brought a g a in s t  them a f t e r  th e  e l e c t i o n  
(not always a s u c c e s s f u l  p loy  a s  we have seen ) .  However, one a l s o  
s t r o n g ly  s u s p e c ts  t h a t  more th an  n ascen t  p a r ty  m achinery was d ev e lo p in g  
in  Cheltenham in  c o n t r a s t  to  th e  waning p o l i t i c s  o f  p e r s o n a l i t y  and 
pa tronage . A c a n d id a te  cou ld  no lo n g e r  hope t o  c o n t r o l  a borough o f  over 
2 ,000  v o te r s  by p e r s o n a l i t y  and name a lone . P a r ty  a g e n ts ,  p a r ty  
newspapers and p a r ty  s o l i c i t o r s  were now becoming th e  e s s e n t i a l  
t r a p p in g s  of a c o n te s t e d  e l e c t i o n  in  t h e  m id -n in e te e n th  cen tu ry .
As both  J. Bourne and F. M. L. Thompson have shown, th e  g r e a t  
p o l i t i c a l  p a t ro n s '  d id  no t d is a p p e a r  a f t e r  1832 and th e y  can s t i l l  be 
seen  in  ev idence  even in  th e  l a t e  1850s, but th e  p r i c e  o f  such c o n t r o l  
by p a t ro n a g e  a lo n e  was r i s i n g  s te e p ly .  A p a t ro n  who was not in  tu n e
w ith  l o c a l  sym path ies  and lo c a l  p o l i t i c s  found h im se lf  in  an 
in c r e a s in g ly  h o s t i l e  environm ent. I f  he wished to  s u r v iv e  in  power he
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had t o  ta k e  n o t i c e  and advan tage  of th e  growing development o f  p a r ty  
a f t e r  1832. To q uo te  Bourne:
• In  th e  newly e n f r a n c h i s e d  g r e a t  towns, numbering t h e i r  e l e c t o r a t e s  
i n  thousands, th e  d i r e c t  a p p l i c a t i o n  of p a t ro n a g e  to  m aximizing th e  
v o te  had no u t i l i t y .  P a tronage  was b e s t  devo ted  to  o th e r  fu n c t io n s .  
In  th e  e ig h te e n th  cen tu ry ,  bo th  i n s i d e  and o u t s id e  p a r l ia m e n t ,  
p a t ro n a g e  had a c te d  a s  a s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  th e  l a t e r  d i s c i p l i n e s  of 
p a r ty .  A f te r  1832 i t  was i n c r e a s i n g l y  a p p l ie d  t o  th e  su p p o r t  of 
p a r ty  and i t  was t h i s  which c o n s t i t u t e s  one of i t s  most en d u r in g  
c o n t r i b u t i o n s  t o  th e  s u c c e s s f u l  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  i n t e g r a t i o n  of 
E n g l ish  l i f e  and t o  th e  t e n a c i t y  and f l e x i b i l i t y  of E n g l ish  
i n s t i t u t i o n s ' ,
What th e  1847-8 p e t i t i o n s  i n d i c a t e  most in  Cheltenham i s  th e  tw ofo ld  
p ro c e s s  of th e  d e c l in e  of th e  in f lu e n c e  of a g r e a t  landed  fam ily  and th e  
emergence of p a r ty  o r g a n i s a t io n  a t  l o c a l  l e v e l .  There i s  much l e s s  t a l k  
of th e  in f lu e n c e  o f  Lord S e g ra v e 's  heavy purse , a l th o u g h  th e  ch a rg e  of 
nomineeism i s  s t i l l  l e v e l l e d  a g a in s t  th e  L ib e r a l s .  What we se e  more and 
more in  th e  town i s  th e  d e c l in e  of d i r e c t  B erke ley  fam ily  in f lu e n c e  in  
e l e c t i o n s  and th e  growing im portance  o f  l o c a l  p a r ty  o r g a n iz a t i o n s  f o r  
b o th  p a r t i e s .  For th e  t im e  be ing  th e s e  two f a c t o r s  rem ained co m p a tib le  
in  th e  shape of Craven B erkeley , who a s  a m odera te  re fo rm e r  was s t i l l  an 
a c c e p ta b le  c a n d id a te  t o  Whigs and L i b e r a l s  a l i k e ,  and f o r  now was even 
t o l e r a t e d  by some r a d i c a l s  and C h a r t i s t s .  Had Craven B erke ley  been an 
o ld  s t y l e  Whig one f e e l s  t h a t  B erkeley  in f lu e n c e  in  th e  borough (w ithou t 
a s i g n i f i c a n t  i n d u s t r i a l  o r  commercial base)  would have ended much 
sooner  th an  i t  d id ,  e i t h e r  th rough  d i v i s i o n s  amongst th e  ra n k s  of th e  
L i b e r a l s  o r  th rough  th e  ons lau g h t o f  an i n c r e a s in g ly  c o n f id e n t  and a b le
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Tory p a r ty  and an e v a n g e l i c a l  A nglicanism  le d  by F ra n c is  C lo s e . .
The s t r u g g l e  was now f o r  v o te s  o f  a k ind  th a t  th e  B erkeley  name 
a lo n e  would not command su p p o r t .  I f  B erke ley  in f lu e n c e  was t o  remain, 
th e  fam ily  needed t o  adopt more t h e  ' p o l i t i c s  of mutual a d v a n ta g e ':  as  
i t  was, th e  t h e a t r e ,  th e  r a c e s  and th e  h u n ts  and b a l l s  were o f  l im i t e d  
i n t e r e s t  t o  an i n c r e a s in g  number o f  C he ltenham 's  v o te r s .  I t  i s  no 
c o in c id e n c e  t h a t  bo th  p a r t i e s  in c lu d e d  from th e  l a t e  1840s f re q u e n t  
r e f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e i r  e l e c t i o n  a d d re s s e s  t o  t h e  p h y s ic a l  w e l fa re  of th e  
to w n 's  working c l a s s e s .  N e i th e r  i s  i t  c o in c id e n c e  t h a t  bo th  p a r t i e s  had 
spen t  much on w inning over working c l a s s  v o te s  d u r in g  th e  e l e c t i o n s  of 
1847 and 1848. However, w ith  th e  working c l a s s  h o ld in g  no immediate 
l o y a l t y  t o  e i t h e r  p a r ty  o r  a r i s t o c r a t i c  p a tro n ,  such  a s t r u g g l e  now 
needed th e  su p p o r t  and o r g a n iz a t io n  o f  p a r ty  a g e n ts  and p a r ty  p re s s e s .  
To t h i s  e x te n t  i t  was no lo n g e r  f e a s i b l e  to  t a l k  o f  Cheltenham s im ply  in  
te rm s of  a pocket borough but of one in  t r a n s i t i o n .  How w ell  and 
s u c c e s s f u l l y  th e  B erk e ley s  adap ted  t o  t h i s  c h a l le n g e  w i l l  be th e  s u b je c t  
of th e  fo l lo w in g  c h a p te r .
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CHAPTER SIX
THUS FELL THE WHIG ASCENDANCY'
Craven B e r k e l e y 's  d e fe a t  in  th e  e l e c t i o n  of  1648 d id  not mark th e  
end of th e  f a m i l y ' s  in f lu e n c e  w i th in  th e  borough, but i t  d id  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  
th e  t a s k  of c o n t r o l l i n g  i t  was no lo n g e r  an easy  one. Some ev id en ce  o f  th e  
d e c l in in g  s t a t u s  o f  E a r l  F i tz h a r d in g e  ( fo rm er ly  Lord Segrave) a s  a borough- 
monger i s  h in te d  a t  in  C h a r le s  D od 's  I m p a r t ia l l y  s t a t e d  E le c to r a l  F a c ts  
from 1622 to  1652, p u b l i sh e d  in  1852. In  d i s c u s s in g  th e  n a t u r e  of in f lu e n c e  
over v a r io u s  boroughs he d e s c r ib e s  t h a t  in  Cheltenham a s  be ing  ' i n  some 
degree  w ie lded  by E a r l  F i tz h a rd in g e ,  but th e  number of v i s i t o r s  and 
p le a s u r e  r e s i d e n t s  l i m i t s  t h i s  i n f l u e n c e . '  As f o r  th e  County vo te ,  Dod 
t a l k s  of th e  E a s te rn  d i v i s i o n  as  b e in g  ' c h i e f l y  p o sse ssed  by th e  Duke of 
B eau fo r t ,  w h i l s t  th e  E a r l  of Ducie, th e  Duke of N orfo lk  and E a r l  
F i tz h a rd in g e  have some in f lu e n c e ,  but not of a commanding c h a r a c t e r '  and of 
th e  Western d i v i s i o n  be ing  ' c h i e f l y  p o sse sse d  by th e  E a r l  F i tz h a r d in g e  and 
th e  E a r l  of Ducie f o r  s e v e r a l  years ;  but th e  Duke o f  B e a u f o r t ' s  in f lu e n c e  
now p re d o m in a te s ' .  ' Furtherm ore , no mention i s  made of F i t z h a r d in g e  hav ing  
in f lu e n c e  over th e  boroughs of G lo u c e s te r  C i ty  o r  B r i s t o l ,  bo th  s e a t s  t h a t
f o r  some tim e had been h e ld  by B erkeleys .  No longe r,  would i t  seem, was th e
n o b le  E a r l  F i tz h a r d in g e  s o l e  p o l i t i c a l  m aste r  of th o s e  s e a t s  he had been 
a b le  fo rm erly  t o  in f lu e n c e .
E v e n tu a l ly  t h e  fam ily  i t s e l f  was t o  lo s e  c o n t r o l  over a l l  t h e i r  
lo n g -h e ld  boroughs: F. H. F. B erkeley  was th e  l a s t  of th e  fam ily  t o  ho ld
B r i s t o l  when he s to o d  down in  1868; Admiral M. B erke ley  l o s t  h i s  s e a t  a t
G lo u c e s te r  in  1857, never to  s ta n d  aga in ,  (a l th o u g h  i t  was b r i e f l y
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r e c a p tu r e d  by th e  fam ily  by C, P, B erke ley  between 1862-4 -  but he to o  was 
th e  l a s t  of th e  fam ily  t o  h o ld  t h a t  s e a t ) ;  G. C. G. F. B erkeley , d e s p i t e  a 
number of a t te m p ts ,  was nev e r  r e - e l e c t e d  f o r  West G lo u c e s te r s h i r e  a f t e r  h i s  
d e fe a t  in  1852; f i n a l l y ,  a s  we have seen. Col. F. B erke ley  d e fe a te d  in  
1865, was th e  l a s t  of th e  fam ily  to  s i t  f o r  Cheltenham. =
E x ac tly  what brought about t h i s  d e c l in e  i s  h a rd  t o  e s t a b l i s h .  
A lthough th e  c o s t  o f  borough-m ongering was in c re a s in g ,  E a r l  F i tz h a rd in g e ,  
i f  not a g r e a t  landowner, was s t i l l  a r e l a t i v e l y  w ea lthy  man who owned some 
20 ,274 a c r e s  and en joyed  an annual income o f £33,717. ® The Cheltenham
Examiner in  an a d d re s s  c e l e b r a t i n g  th e  E a r l ' s  s e v e n t i e t h  b i r t h d a y  was a b le  
t o  t e s t i f y  to  th e  s c a l e  o f  h i s  w ea lth  by re c o rd in g  th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e  E a r l  
had c o n fe r re d  an 'a n n u a l  e x p e n d i tu re  of £10,000 on C h e l ten h am 's  p ecu n ia ry  
a d v a n ta g e ' ,  which amounted to  over h a l f  a  m i l l i o n  pounds o ver  th e  l a s t  
f i f t y  y ea rs .  In  one y ea r  a lone , 1823, th e  E a r l  was e s t im a te d  t o  be 
r e s p o n s ib le  f o r  b u i ld in g  c o n t r a c t s  to  th e  sum of £450,000 which were g iv in g  
employment t o  between fo u r  t o  f i v e  hundred men in  th e  b u i ld in g  t r a d e s .  
L a te r  t h a t  year, when th e  E a r l  d ied  a s  th e  r e s u l t  of a f a l l  from h i s  h o rse ,  
th e  d e t a i l s  of h i s  w i l l  ( h i s  r e n t - r o l l  a lo n e  amounting t o  over £40,000 a 
y ear  and e s t a t e s  worth  around £300 ,000), su g g es t  t h a t  th e  fam ily  f o r tu n e s  
were s t i l l  v e ry  much i n t a c t .  T h e i r  waning p o l i t i c a l  in f lu e n c e  was not due, 
i t  seems, to  a r e d u c t io n  i n  t h e i r  f i n a n c i a l  s t a t u s .
A c lu e  of a  r a t h e r  d i f f e r e n t  n a tu re ,  though, might be p ro v id ed  to  
th e  f a m i l y ' s  d e c l in in g  p o l i t i c a l  in f lu e n c e  and c r e d i b i l i t y  by an even t 
which had ta k en  p la c e  in  1847. That y e a r  a q u a r r e l  b roke out between E a r l  
F i tz h a r d in g e  and h i s  b ro th e r ,  G ra n t le y  Berkeley . I n i t i a l l y  t h i s  took  th e  
form of a d isag reem en t between G ra n t le y  and Mrs B arker,  F i t z h a r d in g e  s 
m is t r e s s ,  whom he housed a t  German C o ttage , Cheltenham. However, i t  soon
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developed  i n t o  a p o l i t i c a l  feud when G ra n t le y  dec ided  t o  s ta n d  a s  c a n d id a te  
f o r  th e  Western d iv i s i o n  a g a in s t  F i tz h a rd in g e * s  own c a n d id a te ,  namely h i s  
co u s in  G re n v i l l e  Berkeley .
The e l e c t i o n  was fought w ith  more th an  th e  u su a l  b i t t e r n e s s  w ith  
G r a n t l e y 's  s u p p o r te r s  a t  t h e  d e c l a r a t i o n  o f  th e  p o l l  a t  D ursley  be ing  
a t t a c k e d  and s to n e d  by th o s e  o f  E a r l  F i tz h a rd in g e .  ® G ran tle y ,  however, 
s u c c e s s f u l l y  managed to  d e fe a t  th e  E a r l ' s  nominee t o  ta k e  th e  second o f  th e  
C o u n ty 's  s e a t s  by 2 ,744  v o te s  t o  2 ,123. Even a f t e r  th e  e l e c t i o n  th e  q u a r r e l  
co n t in u ed  w ith  th e  d i s g r u n t l e d  E a r l  s t r i p p i n g  h i s  b r o th e r  of h i s  command in  
th e  Yeomanry and le a v in g  v a r io u s  d e b ts  t o  c lu b s  and s u b s c r i p t i o n  l i s t s  in  
a r r e a r s  which he had fo rm erly  ag reed  t o  pay on h i s  b r o t h e r ' s  b e h a l f .  The 
E a r l  even drew up a  p e t i t i o n  t o  c o n te s t  th e  e l e c t i o n ,  but when t h i s  was 
heard  by a com mittee of th e  House o f  Commons i t  r u l e d  t h a t  G ra n t le y  had 
been f a i r l y  e l e c te d .
The q u a r r e l  i t s e l f  i s  of l e s s  im portance , though, th a n  i t s  
r e p e rc u s s io n s .  The C h a r t i s t ,  W. E. Adams, wrote, somev^at g l e e f u l l y  one 
might imagine, t h a t  ' a t  t h i s  tim e th e  f a m i l y ' s  ( i . e .  B e r k e l e y 's )  d i r t y  
l i n e n  was washed in  p u b l i c '  and th a t  ' th ro u g h o u t  th e  vdiole c o n s t i tu e n c y  of 
West G lo u c e s te r s h i r e ,  p o l i t i c a l  l i t e r a t u r e  was besm irched w ith  p e rso n a l  
s c a n d a l s ' .  ® Even The Times c a r r i e d  in  i t s  columns a s a l u t o r y  w arning  th a t  
' t h e  i n t e s t i n e  feuds  of th e  B erkeley  fam ily  put one in  mind of th e  c l o s i n g  
c a l a m i t i e s  o f  one o f  th o s e  doomed r a c e s  from whose le g en d s  th e  Greek 
t r a g e d ia n s  have ta k e n  t h e i r  most m ournful th e m e s ' . ^ a l s o  a l l e g e d
th a t  in  h i s  a t te m p ts  to  deny h i s  b r o th e r  th e  s e a t  o f  West G lo u c e s te r s h i r e ,  
E a r l  F i tz h a r d in g e  had spen t  over £30,000.
W ithin a yea r  of t h i s  s e t  back, E a r l  F i tz h a r d in g e  a l s o  s u f f e r e d  
d e fe a t  in  Cheltenham when on p e t i t i o n ,  th e  e l e c t i o n  of  h i s  b r o th e r  Craven,
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who had p o l le d  1,024 v o te s  t o  James A gg-G ardner 's  848, was d e c la r e d  void. 
D ebarred by t h i s  d e c i s io n  from s i t t i n g  in  P a r l iam en t u n t i l  a f t e r  th e  next 
d i s s o lu t i o n .  Craven B erkeley  had to  b id e  h i s  tim e u n t i l  t h e  e l e c t i o n  of 
J u ly  1852. In  th e  meantime, however, a l l  was not l o s t  i n  th e  borough f o r  
th e  B erkeley  cause  a s  G r e n v i l l e  B erke ley  ( th e  c o u s in  o f  Craven) won th e  
s e a t  p o l l i n g  a g a in s t  Bickham E s c o t t ,  a  ' l i b e r a l  C o n se rv a t iv e '  (a s  d e s c r ib e d  
by W illiam s, presum ably  meaning t h a t  he was a  P e e l i t e ) ,  who had r e c e n t l y
been M. P. f o r  W inchester. Oddly enough, E s c o t t  a c t u a l l y  approached  Craven
B erkeley  fo r  h i s  a s s i s t a n c e  b e fo re  t h e  p o l l .  His r e q u e s t ,  however, b rought 
him th e  ad v ic e  t o  save  h i s  money, o r  i n s t e a d  spend i t  on some d e s e rv in g  
c h a r i t y  and to  d e p a r t  a t  once th u s  ' s a v i n g  some two o r  t h r e e  hundred
pounds, and th e  sm all  wreck of your p o l i t i c a l  r e p u t a t i o n ' .  ® B erke ley  was 
s u re  t h a t  th e  e l e c t o r s  of Cheltenham would not be hoodwinked by a man vdio 
had shown such a d e s e r t i o n  of p r i n c i p l e  in  th e  p a s t  ( r e f e r r i n g  t o  h i s  
suppo rt  f o r  th e  Repeal o f  th e  Corn Laws). Once ag a in  though, th e  v o te  of 
986 t o  835 cannot be c o n s id e re d  a s i z e a b l e  m a jo r i ty  f o r  B erke ley  by any 
means.
By m id -cen tu ry , B erkeley  s u c c e s s  in  th e  borough was becoming, i t  
seems, more dependent on th e  support  of t h e  c l a s s  of s k i l l e d  a r t i s a n s ,
sh o p -k eep e rs  and t r a d e r s  whose ran k s  in c lu d e d  many of th e  to w n 's  growing 
band of s e l f - c o n f i d e n t  r a d i c a l s  and C h a r t i s t s  (see  Appendix B f o r  a n a l y s i s  
of  th e  1841 p o l l ) .  These v o te r s ,  i n  tu rn ,  demanded r a t h e r  more from th e  
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  in  te rm s o f  support  f o r  p o l i c i e s  than  had h i t h e r t o  been th e  
case . B efore  h i s  e l e c t i o n  in  1848, G r e n v i l l e  B erkeley  had t o  p le d g e  h im se lf  
t o  th e  s e c r e t  b a l l o t  and f r e e  t r a d e  when q u izzed  on th e  h u s t in g s  by one of 
th e  l o c a l  C h a r t i s t  l e a d e r s ,  J. P. G le n i s t e r ,  and a f t e r  h i s  e l e c t i o n  he 
su p p o r ted  th e  C h a r t i s t s  by p r e s e n t in g  t o  th e  House of Commons a p e t i t i o n  on
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b e h a l f  of th e  l o c a l  branch  of th e  N a tio n a l  Land Company. ® Likewise, vdien 
he s to o d  ag a in  in  1855, he r e c e iv e d  what amounted to  a g r i l l i n g  on a number 
of i s s u e s  ra n g in g  from Sunday t r a d i n g  and th e  F ra n c h is e  t o  th e  war w ith  
Russia , b e fo re  he was nom inated by h i s  own s u p p o r te r s .  Such in c re a s e d
aw areness  and conce rn  over c o n t r o v e r s i a l  i s s u e s  would sugges t  t h a t  f o r  many 
of C heltenham 's  v o t e r s  th e  p o l i t i c s  of p o l i c i e s  were r e p la c in g  th e  p o l i t i c s  
o f  p a tro n a g e  and p e r s o n a l i t y .
For th e  meanwhile though, G r e n v i l l e ' s  p o s se s s io n  o f  th e  s e a t  
between 1848 and 1852 was on ly  t h a t  of c a r e t a k e r  and Craven B erkeley
en joyed  one l a s t  re s u rg e n c e  of p o p u la r i ty  when he was e l e c t e d  M. P. f o r  th e
borough fo r  th e  s i x t h  and f i n a l  tim e in  1852. T h is  tim e he campaigned once
ag a in  a g a in s t  S i r  Willoughby Jones, e v e n tu a l ly  d e f e a t in g  him by 999 v o te s  
t o  869. This, too , might p a r t l y  be a t t r i b u t e d  t o  a new d e a l  s t r u c k  w ith  th e
to w n 's  r a d i c a l s  r a t h e r  th a n  any rem ain ing  c lo u t  s t i l l  a t t a c h e d  to  th e
B erkeley  name. Ashton perhaps  goes a l i t t l e  to o  f a r  vAien he t a l k s  of a 
'c o n v e r s io n '  to  C h a r t i s t  argum ents but c e r t a i n l y  Craven B e r k e l e y 's  e l e c t i o n  
a d d re s s e s  do show a r a t h e r  more obvious a t tem p t t o  win th e  p o p u la r  vote .
Not on ly  d id  he to o  now p ledge  t o  su p p o r t  th e  S e c re t  B a l lo t ,  but a l s o  t o  
a b o l i s h  Church r a t e s ,  t o  suppo rt  F ree  Trade and to  a b o l i s h  th e  r a t e - p a y in g
c la u s e s  of th e  Reform Act.
I r o n i c a l l y  though, i t  was th e s e  ( r a t h e r  r e l u c t a n t )  o v e r tu r e s  t o  
r a d ic a l i s m  which h e lp ed  to  cede Whig c o n t r o l  o f  th e  borough to  th e  
C o n se rv a tiv e s .  Throughout th e  l a t e  1830s and 1840s th e  Tory p re s s ,  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  The Cheltenham Chronicle  a f t e r  i t s  co n v e rs io n  t o  C on se rv a tism  
i n  1839, le d  a  f e r o c io u s  a t t a c k  on Craven B erke ley  and th e  Whigs f o r  t h e i r  
appa ren t c o n c e ss io n s  t o  ra d ic a l i sm .  The p a p e r ' s  a c c u s a t io n s  even went t o  
th e  p o in t  of c la im in g  th a t  Whiggery and C hart ism  were ' b l o o d - b r o t h e r s ' .
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With th e  C o n se rv a t iv e s  g a in in g  c o n s id e r a b le  su p p o r t  from th e  to w n 's  g e n t ry  
(see  Appendix B) Whigs and moderate L ib e r a l s ,  such a s  Craven B erke ley  and 
E a r l  F i tz h a rd in g e ,  were o b v io u s ly  i n c r e a s in g ly  compromised by t h e i r  
dependence on r a d i c a l  su p p o r t ,  but t o  deny i t ,  a s  we s h a l l  see ,  would cos t  
them more d e a r ly  s t i l l .  As i t  was, th e  p o p u la r  f e a r s  amongst th e  r u l i n g  and 
p r o p e r t i e d  c l a s s e s  o f  a t h r e a t  t o  t h e  ' e s t a b l i s h e d  o r d e r '  and to  th e  
E s ta b l i s h e d  Church, p a r t i c u l a r l y  a t  t h e  t im e  o f t h e  C h a r t i s t  
d em o n s tra t io n s ,  c o n t r i b u te d  much t o  th e  r e v iv a l  of th e  C o n s e rv a t iv e  p a r ty  
w i th in  th e  borough. An e d i t o r i a l  in  The Cheltenham C h ron ic le  o f  23 O ctober 
1839 shows th e  s e e d s  of t h i s  a l r e a d y  germ in a tin g :
' W hig-R adicalism  has  a most i n j u r i o u s  tendency  to  beget a f i e r c e  
p o l i t i c a l  ex c i tem en t,  which u n f i t s  i t s  s u b j e c t s  f o r  t h e  o rd in a ry  
d u t i e s  of l i f e ,  and r e n d e r s  them id l e ,  lo q u a c io u s  and v in d i c t i v e .  
T h is  i s  s u f f i c i e n t l y  proved by th e  innum erab le  m ee tings  
c o n t in u a l l y  t a k in g  p la ce ,  a t  which hundreds of th e  w orking 
c l a s s e s  a r e  d ra g g e d , . . .  We b e l i e v e  i t  i s  th e  g e n e ra l  o p in io n  of 
th e  i n h a b i t a n t s  t h a t  from t h i s  cause  has  r e s u l t e d  g r e a t  i n j u r y  t o  
th e  to w n 's  commercial i n t e r e s t s . . .  But how i s  t h i s  t o  be r e s t o r e d  
w h ile  'L i b e r a l '  p o l i t i c i a n s  c o n t in u e  to  s t i r  up th e  angry  
f e e l i n g s  of t h e i r  ig n o ra n t  dupes by u n p r in c ip le d  a t t a c k s  upon th e  
r e l i g i o n  and laws o f  t h e i r  co u n try ?
To C onserva tism  we must look  f o r  t h e  c u re  of t h e s e  e v i l s ' .
The r e v iv a l  o f  C onserva tism  w i th in  Cheltenham owes much t o  bo th  a 
s t r e n g th e n in g  of t h e  bonds between th o s e  of th e  w ea lthy  and p r o p e r t i e d  
c l a s s e s  a larm ed a t  th e  s p re a d  o f  r a d i c a l  demands, not l e a s t  th o s e  of 
Chartism , and of th o s e  of th e  s u p p o r te r s  of th e  A nglican  Church, e q u a l ly  
alarm ed a t  a s e r i e s  o f  Whig m easures aimed t o  weaken i t s  supremacy. The
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B erk e ley s  had a l i e n a t e d  th e  l a t t e r ,  bo th  by th e  p u r s u i t  of p le a s u r e  ( in  
h un ting , t h e a t r e ,  m i s t r e s s e s  and th e  r a c e s ! )  and ( in  cham pioning th e  cause  
of r e l i g i o u s  l i b e r t i e s ) ,  by t h e i r  numerous c l a s h e s  w ith  th e  E s ta b l i s h e d  
Church p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  th e  g u is e  o f  Rev. F r a n c is  C lose  and h i s  brand of 
• im prov ing ' E v an g e lic a lism . Although C lose  h im se lf  p ro fe s s e d  t o  have 
avo ided  ' a s  much a s  p o s s i b l e  meddling w ith  th e  p o l i t i c s  of th e  tow n ',  he in  
f a c t  was in  many ways a v ery  i n f l u e n t i a l  f i g u r e  w i th in  th e  borough d u r in g  
th e  y e a r s  1826 t o  1856 and Munden has su g g e s te d  th a t  he cou ld  count amongst 
h i s  s u p p o r te r s  a lm ost h a l f  o f  th e  to w n 's  t o t a l  re s id e n c e :
'T h i s  would have c o n s i s t e d  of th e  c o n g re g a t io n  of th e  p a r i s h  
church, to g e th e r  w ith  th e  c l e r g y  and c o n g re g a t io n s  of th e  o th e r  
A nglican  ch u rch es  a s s o c i a t e d  w ith  th e  p a r i s h  church, and a l a r g e  
number of D is s e n te r s ,  i n  a l l  but m a t te r s  r e l a t i n g  t o  th e  payment 
of r a t e s ' . ’ ’
Munden i s  perhaps  to o  sw eep ing ly  d i s m is s iv e  when he goes on to  a rgue  th a t  
'o n l y  a vocal m in o r i ty  opposed C lose ' and th a t  ' t h e  s t r e n g t h  of r a d i c a l  
o p p o s i t io n  can be o v e r s t a t e d ' .  What i s  more, suppo rt f o r  C lose  and h i s  
E v a n g e l ic a l is m  d id  not n e c e s s a r i l y  e q u a te  t o  th e  same deg ree  of su p p o r t  f o r  
th e  T o r ie s  and t h e i r  c a n d id a te s ,  but a s  has  been shown, a l l  Tory c a n d id a te s  
i n  Cheltenham in  th e  1840s and 1850s made much of t h e i r  su p p o r t  f o r  th e  
E s ta b l i s h e d  Church o r  f o r  t h e i r  su p p o r t  f o r  a n o th e r  of C l o s e ' s  ' im p ro v in g '  
schemes, namely Cheltenham C ollege , o f  which C lose  was one o f  fo u r  v i c e -  
p r e s id e n t s .  In  t h i s  r e s p e c t  then , r e l i g i o n  has  t o  be i d e n t i f i e d  a s  one of 
th e  im portan t f a c t o r s  i n  Tory emergence in  Cheltenham p o l i t i c s  and to  t h i s  
end i t  was a id ed  g r e a t l y  by th e  p re a c h in g s  and work of th e  Rev. C lose  and 
by th e  g e n e r a l ly  p e rc e iv e d  low moral to n e  s e t  by th e  B erke leys .
The B e rk e ley s  had a l s o  done much to  d i s c r e d i t  th e m se lv es  w ith  th e
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to w n 's  p r o p e r t i e d  c l a s s e s  by t h e i r  o p p o s i t io n  to  th e  Town Improvement B i l l  
(see  C hapter Four). In  an a r t i c l e  of 12 June 1839, s u s t a i n i n g  very  much th e  
main t h r u s t  of th e  a t t a c k  on th e  B erke leys  a s  no lo n g e r  i d e n t i f i e d  w ith  th e  
b o ro u g h 's  p re s e n t  i n t e r e s t s .  The Cheltenham C hronicle  p o in t s  out th a t :
'C heltenham  i s  now to o  l a r g e  and to o  im portan t a town t o  have as  
i t s  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  in  th e  B r i t i s h  P a r l iam en t th e  mere nominee of 
a  g r e a t  man.. .  I t  ought t o  have a man of t a l e n t ,  in f lu e n c e  and 
acknowledged s ta n d in g  in  s o c ie ty ;  no c o c k f ig h te r ,  but a man of 
b u s i n e s s ' .
F u tu re  Tory c a n d id a te s  made much of t h e i r  su p p o r t  of th e  E s ta b l i s h e d  Church 
and of t h e i r  p ro p e r ty  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  w i th in  th e  borough in  a way which 
in c r e a s in g ly  seemed to  remove th e  B e rk e ley s  from th e  c e n t r e  of th e  to w n 's  
r e a l  i n t e r e s t s  -  t h e  ' p o l i t i c s  of mutual advan tage ' was seen  to  r e s i d e  more 
w ith  th e  C o n se rv a t iv e  i n t e r e s t  th a n  th e  Whig one. Such a s ta n d  was
e x e m p lif ie d  by The Cheltenham Chronicle, when i t  made ap p a re n t  t o  i t s  
r e a d e r s  in  w r i t i n g  of Mr. Roy, a p o s s i b l e  c a n d id a te  f o r  th e  1841 e l e c t i o n  
th a t :
'He i s  no t a mere man of p l e a s u r e . . . h e  i s  an a r c h i t e c t  of h i s  own
f o r tu n e s  a n o th e r  and not un im portan t q u a l i f i c a t i o n  he has
which w i l l  i n s u r e  h i s  a t t e n t i o n  t o  l o c a l  i n t e r e s t  i s  t h a t  he i s  
th e  p o s s e s s o r  of a very  l a r g e  p ro p e r ty  w i th in  th e  borough. '
On many o c c a s io n s  fo l lo w in g ,  th e  B erk e ley s  were i n c r e a s in g ly  p o r t ra y e d ,  by
th e  C o n se rv a t iv e s  a t  l e a s t ,  a s  nominees w ith  l i t t l e  o r  no s u b s t a n t i v e
i n t e r e s t  ( p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  te rm s of p ro p e r ty )  w i th in  Cheltenham -  th e y  were 
no more th an  'm ere  men o f  p le a s u r e '-  A C o n se rv a t iv e  c a n d id a te  l i k e  Agg- 
Gardner w ith  h i s  s t r o n g  brewing i n t e r e s t  was p re s e n te d  t o  th e  v o t e r s  a s  a 
man w ith  a genu ine  s t a k e  in  th e  to w n 's  commercial p r o s p e r i t y  and f u t u r e
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development.
As i t  was, Craven B e r k e l e y 's  t e n u re  of th e  s e a t  was not f o r  long  
f o r  o th e r  rea so n s ,  a s  from 1852 h i s  h e a l t h  soon began to  f a i l  him. In  1855 
he went abroad  in  th e  hope of r e ju v e n a t io n  but in s t e a d  h i s  s t a t e  became 
worse u n t i l  h i s  d e a th  a t  F ran k fu r t-o n -M ain e  on 1st J u ly  1855. His demise 
was fo llow ed  soon a f t e r  by th a t  o f  h i s  b ro th e r ,  E a r l  F i tz h a rd in g e ,  in  1857 
and th u s  t h a t  y ea r  Cheltenham l o s t  i t s  form er p a t ro n  and w ith  h i s  d e a th  th e  
in f lu e n c e  of th e  fam ily  f i n a l l y  reach ed  th e  l a s t  s t a g e  o f  i t s  d e c l in e .
On C ra v e n 's  d e p a r tu r e  th e  s e a t  passed  once a g a in  t o  h i s  cous in ,  
G r e n v i l l e  B erkeley , u n t i l  he in  t u r n  ac c e p te d  th e  S tew ard sh ip  o f  th e  
C h i l t e r n  Hundreds in  1856, B erkeley  in f lu e n c e  over t h e  borough was not 
com ple te ly  ended ye t a s  th e  s e a t  th e n  was ta k e n  up by C a p ta in  F ra n c is  
W illiam  F i tz h a rd in g e  B erkeley , th e  e l d e s t  son of S i r  M aurice B erke ley  and 
nephew to  Craven B erkeley . Between 1857 and 1859, d u r in g  th e  p e r io d  v d ii ls t  
P a lm ers ton  r u le d  th e  F o re ig n  O ff ic e ,  b o th  L ib e ra l  and C o n se rv a t iv e
i n t e r e s t s  in  th e  borough remained l a r g e l y  u n i t e d  and F r a n c is  B erke ley  was
r e tu rn e d  unopposed.
However, in  1859 th e  C o n s e rv a t iv e s  f i e l d e d  a new c a n d id a te .
C h a r le s  S c h re ib e r ,  a form er p u p i l  of Cheltenham C o lleg e  and a f e l lo w  of 
T r i n i t y  C ollege , Cambridge. He proved t o  be g e n e r a l ly  an a l l  round hard  
worker and good o rg a n is e r .  In  th e  e l e c t i o n  of 1859 he r a n  B erke ley  t o  a 
narrow  m a jo r i ty  of tw e lv e  v o te s ,  a f a c t  which th e  C o n se rv a t iv e s  were ready  
t o  c e l e b r a t e  a s  a  v i c t o r y  i n  i t s e l f .  In  th e  next e l e c t i o n  o f  1865 he
d e fe a te d  th e  Honourable C olonel B erkeley  (as  he now was) by 1,157 v o te s  to
1, 129. S c h re ib e r  made much in  h i s  a d d re s s  o f  th e  f a c t  t h a t  th e  town no
lo n g e r  r e l i e d  on th e  B erke ley  fam ily  p a tro n a g e  and t h e i r  annual e x p e n d i tu re
th e re :
— 140“
'T h e re  has  been a tim e when t h a t  s a c re d  animal th e  fox  had a 
l a r g e  s h a re  in  th e  r e t u r n  of your member of P a r l ia m e n t .  That day 
i s  p a s t  and we come to  t h a t  which i s  of v i t a l  i n t e r e s t  t o  th e  
town, and vrfiat do we f in d  i t  t o  be? -  th e  C o llege . Remove your 
C o llege , and your p ro p e r ty  ( lan d  and house) w i l l  d e p r e c i a t e  by 
about 50 p e r  ce n t ,  and Cheltenham w i l l  be a r e s id e n c e  s u r re n d e re d  
to  owls and b a t s .  I f  you accompanied me in  my can v ass  around th e  
town, you would have seen  how th e  la b o u r  o f  Cheltenham f in d s  i t s  
o ccupa tion .  I t  i s  in  m i n i s t e r i n g  t o  th e  com forts ,  n e c e s s i t i e s  
and lu x u r i e s  of th e  r ic h ;  and i f  I  may r a i s e  t h e  q u e s t io n ,  which 
s id e  of th e  h u s t in g s  g iv e s  most employment t o  t h e  la b o u r  o f  th e  
Poor?'
The T o r ie s  a t t a c k e d  th e  B erke leys  not o n ly  f o r  t h e i r  f o x -h u n t in g  a c t i v i t i e s  
but f o r  t h e i r  su p p o r t  of th e  removal o f  d i s a b i l i t i e s  o f  t h e  N onconform ists: 
' s h a l l  England abandon P r o t e s t a n t  f a i t h ,  h e r  E s ta b l i s h e d  Church, th e  
b l e s s in g  she en joys ,  f o r  th e  e v i l s  o f f e r e d  to  h e r  c lo th e d  in  th e  s p e c io u s  
garb  of P ro g re s s iv e  re fo rm  and C iv i l  and R e l ig io u s  L ib e r ty ? '  As i n  1841, 
th e  o ld  c ry  of ' t h e  Church in  danger '  s t i l l  proved t o  be an e f f e c t i v e  
r a l l y i n g  c a l l  a t  l e a s t  t o  T o r ie s  of th e  o ld  schoo l.
The r o l e  o f  c l e r i c a l  o p p o s i t io n  a s  a s i g n i f i c a n t  f a c t o r  in  th e  
d e c l in e  o f  B erkeley  in f lu e n c e  i s ,  t o  a c e r t a i n  e x te n t ,  a l s o  shown to  be 
t r u e  by th e  r a t h e r  more d ram a tic  account o f  C olonel B e r k e l e y 's  d e f e a t  found 
in  t h e  memoirs o f  S i r  James Agg-Gardner, son of a p re v io u s  C o n se rv a t iv e  
c a n d id a te .  The a u th o r  d e s c r ib e s  how, f o r  many y ea rs ,  Cheltenham had been a 
'p o c k e t  borough' c o n t r o l l e d  by th e  B erke leys .  He th e n  t e l l s  o f  S c h r e i b e r ' s  
c h a l le n g e  mounted in  1859 and 1865. A lthough S c h re ib e r  was a man of  h igh  
u n i v e r s i t y  a t t a in m e n ts  and a f o r c i b l e  sp eak e r ,  he had l i t t l e  obv ious  chance
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of su c c e s s  w ith  Cheltenham v o te r s  'accus tom ed , e s p e c i a l l y  a t  e l e c t i o n  
tim es , t o  r e g a rd  th e  Whig House a s  a k ind  of P ro v id e n c e ' ,  had i t  not been 
f o r  a f a t a l  (and i r o n i c ,  g iven  B erke ley  p a t ro n a g e  of C he ltenham 's  r a c e s ) ,  
e r r o r  made by C olone l B erkeley . The month p re v io u s  t o  th e  e l e c t i o n ,  C olonel 
B erke ley  had a t te n d e d  th e  Grand P r ix  r a c e  i n  P a r i s  on a Sunday, no l e s s !  
Such 'abandoned  conduc t '  i f  Agg-Gardner i s  t o  be b e l ie v e d ,  c o s t  B erkeley  
not on ly  th e  c e n s u re  of C he ltenham 's  h ig h  Churchmen, but a l s o  even t h a t  of 
such p i l l a r s  o f  h i s  own L ib e ra l  p a r ty  a s  th e  Rev. Dr. Morton Brown, th e  
to w n 's  le a d in g  Nonconform ist. 'T hus f e l l  t h e  Whig ascendancy in  Cheltenham' 
s a y s  S i r  James.
E le c t io n  d e fe a t  in  1865 d id ,  i n  f a c t ,  f i n a l l y  mark th e  end of 
B erkeley  in f lu e n c e  w i th in  th e  borough of  Cheltenham, With th e  e x c e p t io n  of 
t h e  y e a r s  1868-1874 and 1880-1885, which l a r g e l y  c o in c id e d  w ith  G la d s to n e 's  
n a t io n a l  su c c e s s  and th e  fo rm atio n  of h i s  f i r s t  and second m i n i s t r i e s ,  f o r  
th e  rem ainder of th e  c e n tu ry  th e  s e a t  r e s id e d  in  th e  hands of th e  
C o n se rv a t iv e s  and in  p a r t i c u l a r  th o s e  of th e  Agg-Gardner fam ily . The 
Cheltenham Examiner on 12th May 1866 c a r r i e d  th e  s ta te m e n t  t h a t :
' t h e  in f lu e n c e  of th e  B e rk e ley s  has  long  been in  a s t a t e  of 
decadence and now was in  a s t a t e  o f  a b s o lu te  dea th .  In  th e  tim e 
of E a r l  F i tz h a r d in g e  th e  n o b le  E a r l  kep t a l a r g e  e s ta b l i s h m e n t  
and th e  in f lu e n c e  of th e  fam ily  was th e n  la rg e .  But th o s e  t im es  
were now gone. '
Colonel F ra n c is ,  t h e  l a s t  o f  th e  fam ily  to  s i t  a s  M. P. f o r  th e  borough o f  
Cheltenham, washed h i s  hands of th e  p la c e  in  1866 com pla in ing  th a t  i t  was 
to o  greedy, a s  i t  always had been, in  e l e c t i o n  a f f a i r s  and had c o s t  him 
much. W rit in g  to  h i s  f a th e r ,  he r e v e a l in g l y  ad m it ted  t h a t  th e  p la c e  was 
very  d ea r  and more money was spen t on p o l i t i c a l  m a t te r s  th a n  i t  was
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worth. In  a d d i t i o n  t o  th e  f a i l u r e  o f  h i s  p a r t y ' s  p e t i t i o n  a g a in s t
S c h re ib e r  and th e  T o r ie s ,  h i s  own d i f f i c u l t i e s  were such th a t  in  a n o th e r  
l e t t e r  t o  h i s  f a t h e r  he s t a t e d  h i s  conce rn  t h a t  R. C. Chesshyre, h i s  p a r ty
s o l i c i t o r ,  was v ery  s o r e  because  he had not yet been p a id  and was about to
r e s ig n .  B erkeley  a l s o  ad m itted  t h a t  he would not be a b le  t o  f in d  anyone to  
r e p la c e  Chesshyre. Emphasizing f u r t h e r  th e  problems of th e  Cheltenham 
L ib e ra l s ,  James F a l lo n ,  a n o th e r  p a r ty  agen t,  in  th e  same s e r i e s  of 
co rrespondence  com plained th a t :
' I  wish we had a  tw ice  a week penny paper w ith  an unsc ru p u lo u s  
e d i to r .  I  would s u b s c r ib e  f o r  a J o in t  s to c k  one ( l im i t e d ) .  They 
[ t h e  Tory P ress]  a t t a c k  us p e r s o n a l ly  and we have none t o  r e t u r n  
th e  blow. '
Amidst such r e f l e c t i o n  and r u e f u ln e s s  B erke ley  c o n t ro l  o f  th e  borough, 
e s t a b l i s h e d  when i t  had f i r s t  ga in ed  i t s  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  in  1832, f i n a l l y  
came t o  an end. Well might F a l lo n  ob se rv e  th a t :
' I t  i s  t o  me most p a in fu l  t o  th in k  t h a t  th e  Borough which ought 
to  be long  to  t h e  C a s t l e  -  and who have s tu c k  t o  i t  and behaved 
in  so  generous  a way as  my Lord F i tz h a r d in g e  has  -  t o  th in k  I 
say  -  t h a t  i t  shou ld  s l i p  from  us on ly  from want of t a c t  and
management -  yes, and a t  h a l f  th e  money i t  c o s t s ' .
These might have been re a s o n s  p e rc e iv e d  by th e  fam ily  and t h e i r  c lo s e  
s u p p o r te r s  f o r  th e  l o s s  of t h e i r  in f lu e n c e  over th e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  
Cheltenham, but in  e f f e c t  t h e r e  were a l s o  r a t h e r  more s u b s t a n t i a l  c a u se s  to  
be co n s id e red .
-143-
NOTES
CHAPTER SIX
1. G. R. Dod, E le c to r a l  F a c ts  from 1632 to  1852 (1852)
2. V. R. W illiam s, A P a rlia m en ta ry  H is to r y  o f  G lo u c e s te r sh ir e  (1698). See
e n t r i e s  f o r  r e l e v a n t  c o n s t i t u e n c i e s .
3. J .  Bateman, The G reat Landowners o f  G reat B r ita in  and I r e la n d  (1883). 
See e n t r y  under 'L o rd  F l tz -H a rd ln g e ,  B e rk e ley  C a s t le * .
4. The Cheltenham Examiner, 7 J u ly  1857
5. G. B erkeley , ffy L i f e  and R e c o l le c t io n s  (1865) Vol 2 p. 192,
6 . W. E. Adams, Memoirs o f  a S o c ia l Atom (1903) p. 248.
7. The Times 21 August 1847.
8 . GRO D3893.
9. 0. R. Ashton, 'R a d ic a l i s m  and C h a r t ism  In  G lo u c e s t e r s h i r e '  (Birmingham
U n iv e r s i ty  Ph. D. t h e s i s ,  1980) p. 381.
10. I b i d  , s e e  co n c lu s io n .
11. A.F. Munden, 'T h e  Church o f  England In  Cheltenham 1826-1856 w ith
p a r t i c u l a r  r e f e r e n c e  t o  Rev. F r a n c i s  C lo se '  (Birmingham U n iv e r s i t y  
M .L lt t  t h e s i s ,  1980/1) p. 220.
12. For a  d i f f e r e n t  view o f  Spa R a d ic a l ism  s e e  0. R Ashton op. c i t .
13. Cheltenham C hron icle , 23 O ctober 1839
14. Cheltenham Journal, 15 J u ly  1865.
15. S i r  J .  Agg-Gardner, Some P a rlia m en ta ry  R e c o l le c t io n s  (1927) pp. 14-15
16. GRO D1291.
17. Idem.
-144-
CHAPTER SEVEN
CONCLUSION: ' th e  o ld  regim e was condemned and doomed'.
What th e n  can th e  l o c a l  h i s t o r i a n  deduce about th e  development of 
Cheltenham as  a p o l i t i c a l  borough a f t e r  1832? F i r s t ,  i t  seems th a t  i t  does 
not p ro v id e  a c o r r e c t i v e  to ,  but r a t h e r  confirm s, th e  views o f  th o s e  
h i s t o r i a n s  and commentators who a rg u e  f o r  th e  l i m i t e d  n a t u r e  o f  th e  s o -  
c a l l e d  'G re a t  Reform Act' of 1832, many o f  whom would ag re e  w ith  F. M. L. 
Thompson when he s t a t e s  th a t :
'The G reat Reform Act undoub ted ly  marked th e  end of th e  g r e a t  days 
o f  borough p r o p r i e t o r s ,  but 1832 brought about n e i t h e r  th e  t o t a l  
d e s t r u c t i o n  of th e  nom ination  system, nor th e  e l im i n a t io n  of 
i n t e r e s t  and in f lu e n c e  as  e s s e n t i a l  in g r e d i e n t s  in  th e  e l e c t o r a l
p ro cess .  One of th e  p u rposes  o f  th e  f ram ers  of th e  B i l l ,  indeed,
was to  p r e s e rv e  and f o r t i f y  th e  l e g i t i m a t e  i n f l u e n c e  of  rank, 
p o s i t i o n  and p ro p e r ty ,  w h ile  underm ining th a t  which, by a c t in g
th rough  c lo s e  boroughs and b r ib e ry ,  was h e ld  t o  be i l l e g i t i m a t e ,
o r  to o  much a t  th e  d i s p o s a l  of M i n i s t e r s ' . ■*
How much su ccess ,  however, th e  Act had in  a c h ie v in g  even th e  l a t t e r  i s  
o f t e n  thrown i n t o  doubt by contem porary  o p in io n s  such  a s  t h a t  o f  Lord 
P a lm ers ton  vdio was r e p o r te d  as  s a y in g  in  1839: ' I  speak  i t  w ith  shame and 
sorrow, but I  v e r i l y  b e l ie v e  t h a t  th e  e x te n t  t o  which b r ib e r y  and 
c o r r u p t i o n  was c a r r i e d  out a t  th e  l a s t  e l e c t i o n ,  has  exceeded a n y th in g  th a t  
has  ev e r  been s t a t e d  w i th in  th e s e  w a l l s ' .  ^  As such, i t  seems, he cou ld  so 
e a s i l y  have been d e s c r ib in g  e l e c t i o n e e r i n g  in  Cheltenham.
Second, Cheltenham o f f e r s  us th e  model of a borough c o n t r o l l e d  by
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a lo c a l  w ealthy  p a tro n .  I t  shows th a t  even a t  a tim e %^en e l e c t i o n e e r i n g  
c o s t s  were s p i r a l l i n g  and r e l i g i o u s  and p o l i t i c a l  opponents  abounded, a 
fam ily  l i k e  th e  B e rk e ley s  cou ld  f o r  two decades  s t i l l  t r a d e  o f f  t h e i r  name 
and fam ily  in f lu e n c e  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  power. Such a s i t u a t i o n  was not un ique 
and a number o f  l o c a l  s t u d i e s  have shown how th e  a r i s t o c r a c y  and g re a t  
landowning f a m i l i e s  were a b le  to  e x e r t ,  o r  even in c r e a s e  t h e i r  in f lu e n c e  in  
th e  y e a r s  im m edia te ly  fo l lo w in g  th e  1832 Act. ® However, what i s  unusual in  
t h e  B e rk e ley s '  c a s e  i s  t h a t  t h e i r  in f lu e n c e  seems p u re ly  d e r iv e d  from t h e i r  
s o c i a l  s t a t u s  and c o n t r i b u t i o n  tow ards  th e  to w n 's  image a s  a f a s h io n a b le  
p le a s u r e  r e s o r t .  The L ib e ra l  p a r ty  ag en t ,  James Boodle, in  h i s  s ta te m e n t  to  
a Committee o f  In q u i ry  in  1848, was a b le  to  p o in t  out t h a t  Lord 
F i tz h a rd in g e  d id  not in  f a c t  own p ro p e r ty  w i th in  th e  borough (except 
perhaps  f o r  th e  c o t t a g e  in  which he housed h i s  m i s t r e s s  and th e  s t a b l e s  in  
which he housed h i s  hounds!) .  H is L o r d s h ip 's  in f lu e n c e  t h e r e  was
measured in  hun ts ,  c o n c e r t s  and b a l l s ,  r a t h e r  than  in  p ro p e r ty  o r  b u s in e s s  
i n t e r e s t s  such as  co a l ,  ra i lw a y s ,  brew ing or  t e x t i l e s  a s  was th e  c a se  w ith  
many o th e r  n in e te e n th  c e n tu ry  borough-mongers. ®
The power base  o f  th e  B erk e ley s  was bo th  s t r o n g  ye t f r a g i l e .  
S tro n g  in  th e  s e n se  th a t ,  f o r  a tim e, th ey  were f u l l y  i d e n t i f i e d  w ith  a l l  
th e  to w n 's  s o c i a l  p u r s u i t s  and t h a t  f a s h io n a b le  town l i f e  l i t e r a l l y  
rev o lv e d  around them; f r a g i l e  in  th e  s e n se  t h a t  i t  belonged  a lm ost t o  an 
Ancien Regime which excluded  and had l i t t l e  o r  n o th in g  t o  o f f e r  bo th  many 
of  th e  to w n 's  newly em erging b u s in e s s  c l a s s e s  and e d u c a t i o n a l i s t s  on th e  
one hand, and th o s e  p o l i t i c a l l y  m o t iv a ted  of th e  lower o r d e r s  on th e  o th e r .  
Well might George G ro te  s t a t e  th a t :
'A  man of w ea lth  and rank, u n le s s  he m ise rab ly  n e g le c t  th e  d u t i e s  
a p p e r t a in in g  t o  h i s  s t a t i o n ,  i s  s u r e  t o  p o sse ss  a pow erfu l
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I n f l u e n c e . h i s  p o l i t i c a l  v o ic e  and o p in io n  w i l l  be o f t e n  asked, 
and always a t t e n t i v e l y  l i s t e n e d  to ,  by h i s  n e i g h b o u r s ' . ®
But such in f lu e n c e ,  a s  Heesom has p o in te d  out, had now to  be based on " th e  
p o l i t i c s  o f  mutual advan tage" .  The B e rk e ley s '  i n c r e a s in g  r e l i a n c e  on 
" i l l e g i t i m a t e  in f lu e n c e "  (see  c h a p te r  f i v e ) ,  t h e i r  la c k  of  any s i g n i f i c a n t  
p ro p e r ty  h o ld in g s  i n  Cheltenham which would a t  l e a s t  have g iven  them 
in f lu e n c e  a s  l a n d lo rd s ,  and t h e i r  d e c l in in g  a b i l i t y  t o  provoke s e n t im e n ts  
o f  g r a t i t u d e  ( e i t h e r  a s  em ployers o r  p a t ro n s ) ,  e s p e c i a l l y  amongst th e  
lower o rd e rs ,  a l l  su g g es t  t h a t  t h e r e  was l i t t l e  of "m utual b e n e f i t "  in  
t h e i r  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  of th e  borough by th e  e a r l y  1850s.
Moreover, i t  a l s o  proved i n c r e a s in g ly  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  them to  
command l o y a l t i e s  o f  p a r ty  t i e s .  As L ib e ra l i s m  g r a d u a l ly  o u s ted  th e  o ld  
v a lu e s  of e ig h te e n th  c e n tu ry  Whiggism, d e s p i t e  th e  B e rk e ley s  r a t h e r  
r e l u c t a n t  s h i f t s  t o  a s l i g h t l y  more r a d i c a l  s ta n c e  ( f o r  in s t a n c e  Craven 
B e r k e l e y 's  l a t e - i n - t h e - d a y  c o n v e rs io n  to  su p p o r t  f o r  th e  B a l l o t ) ,  such 
g e s tu r e s  proved to  be not s t r o n g  enough to  c a r r y  t h e i r  in f lu e n c e  w ith  
v o te r s  i n t o  th e  l a t t e r  h a l f  of th e  n in e te e n th  c e n tu ry .  In  th e  words of 
P ro fe s s o r  Gash, ' t h e r e  was a f u t u r e  f o r  L ib e ra l ism , but none f o r  
y^j[gg0 p y ' , ^ I r o n i c a l l y ,  a s  has  been m entioned in  th e  in t r o d u c t io n ,  th e  
fam ily  a f t e r  be ing  t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  opponents  f o r  so  many y ea rs ,  found 
e v e n tu a l  r e fu g e  i d e n t i f y i n g  w ith  th e  landed  i n t e r e s t  of th e  Tory p a r ty .
Third , th e  s tu d y  of th e  B e rk e ley s '  in f lu e n c e  in  Cheltenham g iv e s  
v a r io u s  c lu e s  a s  to  why th e  a r i s t o c r a c y  d e c l in e d  in  p o l i t i c a l  im portance  
d u r in g  th e  n in e te e n th  cen tu ry .  H. J . Hanham a rg u es  th a t :
' i t  i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  t r a c e  in  any d e t a i l  th e  d e c l in e  i n  borough 
p a tro n a g e  between th e  f o r t i e s  and th e  s e v e n t i e s  e x c e p t in g  a few obvious 
c a se s ,  because  t h e r e  a r e  s c a r c e ly  any l o c a l  h i s t o r i e s  d e a l in g  w ith  th e
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s u b j e c t ' , ®
T his  t h e s i s  has  a t  l e a s t  a t tem p ted  to  i n v e s t i g a t e  t h a t  d e c l in e  in  one such 
borough. Hanham c o n t in u e s  to  sugges t  t h a t  d e c l in e  came w ith  th e  Reform Act 
o f  1867 w ith  i t s  e x te n s io n  of th e  e l e c t o r a t e .
However, th e  p o l i t i c a l  development of Cheltenham would su g g es t  
t h a t  in  some c a s e s  th e  p ro c e s s  had begun b e fo re  t h a t  d a t e  and w i th in  th e  
borough a number o f  c o n t r i b u to r y  f a c t o r s  which have been i d e n t i f i e d  and 
d i s c u s s e d  were a l r e a d y  a t  work. In  a d d i t i o n  a more g e n e ra l  com pla in t ,  i t  
seems, was t h a t  th e  whole b u s in e s s  o f  c o n t e s t i n g  e l e c t i o n s  was becoming 
more and more expensive .  In  1852 th e  Marquess of Bath t a lk e d  about hav ing  
to  meet a c e r t a i n  e x p e n d i tu re  of £5 ,000  and a p o s s i b le  one of £3 ,000 to  
save  a number of s e a t s  f a l l i n g  to  th e  Whigs. As shown, th e  B erke ley  p u rse  
s t r i n g s  were s i m i l a r l y  s t r e t c h e d  in  Cheltenham.
However, c o s t  a lo n e  was not th e  on ly  f a c t o r  t h a t  was making i t  
i n c r e a s in g ly  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  th e  a r i s t o c r a c y  to  c o n t ro l  e l e c t i o n s .  As th e  
p u b l ic  p e rc e p t io n  o f  b r ib e r y  h e ig h te n e d  i t s  c r i t i c i s m  of th e  p r a c t i c e ,
v a r io u s  Governments were fo rc e d  to  p ro v id e  f u r t h e r  l e g i s l a t i o n  to  c u r t a i l  
i t s  worse e x ce sse s .  The B r ib e ry  A cts of 1841, 1842 and 1852 a l l  made
c e r t a i n  p r a c t i c e s  more d i f f i c u l t ,  but th e  most e f f e c t i v e  measure proved to  
be th e  Corrupt P r a c t i c e s  Act o f  1854. By t h i s  Act not o n ly  th o s e  g iv in g  th e  
b r ib e  but th o se  r e c e iv in g  i t  cou ld  be found g u i l t y .  T h is  same Act d e f in e d  
th e  p r a c t i c e  of ' t r e a t i n g '  more p r e c i s e l y  and a l s o  l a i d  down t h a t
i n t im i d a t i o n  o f  any k in d  would be met w ith  a £50 f in e .  L a s t ly ,  e l e c t i o n
a u d i to r s  were a p p o in te d  to  d e a l  w ith  and v e r i f y  e l e c t i o n  expenses .
Obviously, w h i ls t  v o t in g  remained open some measure o f  b r ib e r y  co n t in u ed ,  
but a Commons Committee was a b le  to  i n d i c a t e  i t s  d e c l in e  by 1852 w ith  on ly  
n in e  vo id  e l e c t i o n s  o c c u r r in g  d u r in g  t h a t  year.
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In  a d d i t i o n  to  in c re a s e d  c o s t s  and l e g i s l a t i o n ,  th e  whole 
c h a r a c t e r  of e l e c t i o n e e r i n g  was changing. No lo n g e r  was i t  enough fo r  th e  
c a n d id a te  t o  pa rad e  th rough  th e  town, g r e e t  h i s  s u p p o r te r s  and a t t e n d  a 
banquet p r i o r  t o  th e  e l e c t i o n  to  e n s u re  su ccess .  Much of  th e  work of 
w inning v o te s ,  o f  rew ard ing  s u p p o r te r s ,  o f  c o n t e s t i n g  r i v a l  v o t e r s '  r i g h t  
t o  vo te ,  e t c . , was now th e  b u s in e s s  o f  th e  p a r ty  agen t.  Men l i k e  th e  
L ib e ra l  James Boodle and th e  C o n se rv a t iv e  W illiam  Lawrence were becoming 
f a r  more in s t ru m e n ta l  in  th e  e l e c t i o n  s u c c e s s  o f  t h e i r  c a n d id a te  and i t  was 
by good e l e c t i o n e e r i n g  and c a r e f u l  p la n n in g  of th e  canvass  t h a t  M. P. s  were 
e l e c te d ,  r a t h e r  th a n  by th e  c o lo u r  of t h e i r  blood. Such in c re a s e d  
competence and 'p r o f e s s i o n a l i s m '  in  e l e c t i o n s  was ta k e n  a  s t a g e  f u r t h e r  
when i t  became a p p a re n t  t h a t  two o r  more p a r t i e s  were t o  c o n te s t  an 
e l e c t i o n .  The s tu d y  of Cheltenham shows th a t  a s  th e  T o r ie s  became so  much 
more p o l i t i c a l l y  competent w i th in  th e  borough, th e  B e rk e ley s  cou ld  a f f o r d  
to  le a v e  n o th in g  to  chance and once a g a in  e l e c t i o n e e r i n g  became more c o s t l y  
f o r  them.
Another f a c t o r  was th e  development of th e  p o l i t i c a l  p r e s s  in  
v o ic in g  o p p o s i t io n  argum ents and r a i s i n g  th e  g e n e ra l  p o l i t i c a l  aw areness  o f  
th e  borough. Whereas i t  had been c la im ed  a f t e r  th e  1832 r e t u r n  t h a t  Lord 
Segrave had commanded bo th  C he l tenham 's  newspapers, by 1848 s i g n i f i c a n t l y  
l e s s  o f  th e  p r e s s  r e p r e s e n te d  th e  B erke ley  i n t e r e s t .  The c o n t in u a l  th o rn  in  
t h e i r  s i d e  was The Cheltenham Free P r e s s  whose im portance  w i l l  be d is c u s s e d  
l a t e r ;  but e q u a l ly  a s  e f f e c t i v e  in  i t s  a t t a c k s  on th e  B e rk e ley s  was th e  
Tory p re s s .
In  1831 th e  Rev. G. R. G le ig , a keen Tory p a r ty  s u p p o r te r ,  had 
su g g e s te d  to  W ellin g to n  th a t  in  o rd e r  to  r e v iv e  p a r ty  f o r tu n e s  and 
p o p u la r i ty ,  a s u b s c r i p t i o n  shou ld  be r a i s e d  w ith  th e  aim o f e s t a b l i s h i n g  a t
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l e a s t  one Tory newspaper in  every  county. 'You must f i n d  an organ  th rough  
which to  a d d re s s  th e  peop le  a t  l a rg e ,  o th e rw is e  a l l  i s  o v e r ' ,  he warned 
W ellington . ® At th e  time, though, W ell ing ton  com plained o f  a la c k  of 
® ^^^ ic ien t funds t o  make t h i s  p o s s i b le ,  and a s  we have seen  t h i s  was a l s o  
th e  c a se  w ith  C he l tenham 's  T o r ie s .  However, a s  th e  p a r ty  began t o  a t t r a c t  
men o f  p ro p e r ty  and w ealth ,  l i k e  th e  Agg-Gardners, so  to o  was i t  a b le  to  
e s t a b l i s h  i t s  own sy m p a th e tic  p re s s .  In  Cheltenham th e  T o r ie s  were
r e p re s e n te d  f i r s t  by The CheltenhojD Journal and The Looker-on, and th en  
th e s e  were jo in e d  by The Cheltenham C hronicle  when i t  swapped i t s
a l l e g i a n c e  from th e  Whigs in  1639. The Tory p r e s s  went on to  f l o u r i s h  i n  
th e  1860s w ith  th e  a d d i t i o n  o f  The Cheltenham Express,
Undoubtedly any e x p la n a t io n  o f  a Whig c o l l a p s e  and a  Tory r e v iv a l  
a t  l o c a l  l e v e l  would have t o  r e c o g n is e  th e  s i g n i f i c a n t  c o n t r i b u t i o n  made by 
th e  p a r ty  p r e s s  in  s t i r r i n g  up p o l i t i c a l  f e e l i n g  and k eep ing  i s s u e s  a l i v e  
w i th in  th e  borough. In  p a r t i c u l a r ,  th e  p r e s s  assumed g r e a t  im portance
around e l e c t i o n  tim e, not on ly  in  p u t t i n g  p a r ty  argum ents  and d i s c r e d i t i n g
th o se  o f  th e  o p p o s i t io n ,  but in  th e  more p r a c t i c a l  b u s in e s s  o f  in fo rm in g  
v o te r s  such as  how and when to  r e g i s t e r ;  by announcing th e  d e l i b e r a t i o n s  o f
th e  r e g i s t r a t i o n  c o u r t ;  by in t r o d u c in g  and e n d o rs in g  new c a n d id a te s ;  by
p u b l i s h in g  th e  work of th e  e l e c t i o n  com m ittees; and l a s t l y ,  vrtien i t  took 
p la c e  over a number o f  days, by in fo rm in g  v o te r s  on th e  s t a t e  o f  th e  p o l l .  
In  th e  days b e fo re  r a d io  and t e l e v i s i o n ,  th e  new spapers  nex t t o  th e  
p e rs o n a l  canvass  were th e  most e f f e c t  way o f  m o b i l iz in g  a p a r ty  v o te  -  a 
f a c t ,  a s  we have seen , which d id  not go u n n o tic e d  by th e  C o n se rv a t iv e s .
F in a l ly ,  but not l e a s t  im p o r ta n t ly  i t  would seem, was th e  f a c t
th a t  q u i t e 'S i m p l y  f o r  f a m i l i e s  l i k e  th e  B e rk e ley s  th e  fun (and e a se )  o f
p a r t i c i p a t i n g  in  p o l i t i c s  was d e c re a s in g  w h i ls t  th e  c o s t  was in c re a s in g .
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J . R. V incent i n d i c a te d  th a t  t h i s  was pe rh ap s  an even more g e n e ra l  m ala ise :
• in  England th e  d e c l in e  of th e  a r i s t o c r a c y  was s im ply  a d e c l in e  
in  th e  a r e a s  of n a t io n a l  l i f e  where i t  had in f lu e n c e  and 
a u t h o r i t y ,  and a d e c l in e  in  th e  w i l l  t o  g o v e rn ' .
P o l i t i c s  were becoming, moreover, th e  p r e s e rv e  of th e  
p r o f e s s io n a l  p a r ty  p o l i t i c i a n  of a k ind  th a t  th e  B e rk e ley s  c l e a r l y  were 
not. As P ro fe s s o r  Gash p o in te d  out in  h i s  e s sa y  on F ra n c is  Bonham, i t  was
now an age when:
' t h e  c r e a t i o n  of l o c a l  c o n s t i tu e n c y  a s s o c i a t i o n s  and th e  
o b l i g a to r y  r e g i s t r a t i o n  o f  v o te r s  p rov ided  a new s t a t i s t i c a l  
b a s i s  f o r  th e  work of th e  p a r ty  managers and made p o s s i b l e  f o r  
th e  f i r s t  tim e th e  e f f e c t i v e  n a t i o n a l  o r g a n i s a t io n  o f  a 
p a r ty ;  . . . moreover, though th e  d eg ree  of s p e c i a l i z a t i o n  im p l i c i t  
in  th e  e s ta b l i s h m e n t  of a f u l l - t i m e  s a l a r i e d  e l e c t i o n  manager had 
not yet been reached  in  t h i s  p e r io d ,  th e  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  c l e a r l y  
e x h ib i t e d  in  Bonham's c a r e e r  between th e  work of th e  whips and 
p a t ro n a g e  s e c r e t a r y  i n s id e  and th e  work of th e  e l e c t i o n  manager 
o u ts id e  th e  House of Commons i s  a s i g n i f i c a n t  s t a g e  of 
developm ent '.  ^ '
B erke ley  'd e s p o t i s m ' was p e rc e iv e d  by i t s  contem porary  c r i t i c s  as  
e s s e n t i a l l y  fe u d a l  (a te rm  th a t  h i s t o r i a n s  nowadays approach  w ith  r a t h e r  
more c a u t io n ! )  in  i t s  b a s i s  and only , a s  H. J. Hanham p o in t s  ou t,  ' t h e  
p ro longed  p o l i t i c a l  ad o le sc e n c e '  of th e  borough a llow ed  i t  t o  s u r v iv e  t h e r e  
fo r  a s  long  as  i t  d id . E v e n tu a l ly ,  s t im u la t e d  by th e  v a r io u s  and
c o n f l i c t i n g  argum ents of th e  l o c a l  p re s s ,  th e  town ro s e  up above ' t h e  p e t t y  
i n t e r e s t s  of th e  k eep e rs  of c i r c u l a t i n g  l i b r a r i e s  and vendors  o f  o ranges  
and lemonade' and assumed a p o l i t i c a l  c h a r a c t e r  worthy o f  th e  n in e te e n th
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c e n tu ry  and in  do ing  l o s t  i t s  need f o r  B erkeley  g r a t i t u d e .
I f ,  a s  Hanham su g g e s ts ,  i t  was i t s  p o l i t i c a l  ad o le sc en ce  t h a t  
a llow ed th e  town to  submit to  B erkeley  in f lu e n c e ,  from what so u rces ,  then , 
d id  th e  town r e c e iv e  i t s  p o l i t i c a l  m a tu r i ty ,  which e v e n tu a l ly  enab led  i t  to  
shake i t s e l f  f r e e  o f  B erkeley  c o n t r o l ?  What s to p p ed  Cheltenham becoming a 
f a s h io n a b le ,  g e n t e e l  p o l i t i c a l  backw ater -  in  f a c t  th e  k ind  of d o c i l e  
pocket borough th a t  Lord Segrave had hoped to  e s t a b l i s h  ^ e n  he f i r s t  
s u p p o r ted  Reform in  1832? A c l o s e r  look a t  th e  town would sugges t  t h a t  
p o l i t i c a l  e d u c a t io n  and p r e s s u r e  f o r  change came a s  much from below as  
above. For a l th o u g h  never s u c c e s s f u l  in  te rm s of p a r ty  o r  e l e c t i o n  r e s u l t s ,  
r a d ic a l i s m  in  Cheltenham p rov ided  a k ind  of p h i lo s o p h ic a l  en l igh tenm en t in  
th e  minds of many of i t s  v o te r s  vdiich, i f  not ta k in g  th e  r o l e  of an agen t 
of change i t s e l f ,  must c e r t a i n l y  be seen  a s  a c a t a l y s t  a c t i n g  on Whigs and 
T o r ie s  a l i k e  in  e f f e c t i n g  change in  th e  p o l i t i c a l  development of th e  
borough. For in  c o n t r a s t  t o  C he ltenham 's  seem ingly  v ig o ro u s  em bracing of 
ra d ic a l i s m ,  (so much so t h a t  Ashton a rg u es  i t s  n a t io n a l  im portance  in  th e s e  
m a t te r s ) ,  th e  more e s t a b l i s h e d  p o l i t i c a l  s e n t im e n ts  o f  th e  Whigs, L i b e r a l s  
and T o r ie s  a l i k e  appear,  in  th e  town, to  have remained g e n e r a l ly  d i s ta n c e d  
from some of th e  more prominent n a t io n a l  p a r ty  i s s u e s  o f  th e  day. I t  i s  
n o t i c e a b l e  how o f t e n  on ly  p a s s in g  r e f e r e n c e  i s  made i n  th e  e l e c t i o n  
speeches  o f  th e  v a r io u s  c a n d id a te s  t o  such  i s s u e s ;  th e  Corn Laws and 
a t te m p ts  to  modify them ( p a r t i c u l a r l y  g iv en  th e  r u r a l  n a tu r e  o f  th e  a r e a ) ;  
th e  S e c re t  B a l lo t  (B erkeley  and th e  L i b e r a l s  on ly  seem to  adopt t h i s  a f t e r  
much p r e s s u r e  from th e  r a d i c a l s ) ;  th e  removal o f  r e l i g i o u s  d i s a b i l i t i e s ;  
o p p o s i t io n  t o  th e  1834 Poor Law, a r e  a l l  g iv en  some m ention in  e l e c t i o n  
a d d re s s e s  but i f  d eb a te  in  th e  to w n 's  n o n - r a d ic a l  p r e s s  can be ta k e n  a s  an 
i n d i c a to r ,  they  seem to  have had r e l a t i v e l y  l i t t l e  impact on borough
-152-
p o l i t i c s  and l o c a l l y  th ey  do not appear t o  have f i r e d  th e  v o te r s  o r  t o  have 
been d e c i s i v e  in  th e  outcome of e l e c t i o n  c o n te s t s .  R ather, what does seem 
to  have de te rm ined  p a r ty  d iv i s i o n s  more s h a rp ly  were th e  combined f a c t o r s  
of r e l i g i o n  ( C lo s e 's  r o l e  has  a l r e a d y  been d i s c u s s e d  in  th e  p re v io u s  
c h a p te r ) ,  such  l o c a l  i s s u e s  a s  th e  Town Improvement B i l l  of 1839/40, and, 
not l e a s t ,  m a t te r s  brought t o  l i g h t  and f u e l l e d  by th e  r a d i c a l  p re s s ,  as  
w i l l  be e x p la in e d  l a t e r .
I t  would be i n c o r r e c t ,  however, t o  th in k  o f  Cheltenham a s  a 
p o l i t i c a l  backw ater, f o r  d e s p i t e  th e  g e n e ra l  la c k  of d i s c u s s io n  and d eb a te  
of n a t io n a l  p a r ty  i s s u e s  (w ith  th e  no ted  e x c e p t io n  of th e  Free Press)  
t h e r e  was a m a n i f e s t a t io n  and m i r ro r in g  o f  n a t i o n a l  t r e n d s  and i s s u e s  
p layed  out a t  a l o c a l  l e v e l .  The p e r io d  s t a r t e d  w ith  a l a r g e  d eg ree  of 
p u b l ic  eu p h o r ia  and su p p o r t  f o r  th e  Whigs a s  f ram ers  o f  th e  Reform B i l l .  In  
a d d i t io n ,  many r a d i c a l  hopes were r a i s e d  as  Tory argum ents a g a in s t  th e  Act 
were swept a s id e .  G radua lly ,  however, when th e  l i m i t e d  n a tu re  of Whig 
reform  became ap p aren t  th e  r a d i c a l  o p p o s i t io n  grew more c r i t i c a l l y  
outspoken even to  th e  p o in t ,  as  in  1835, of c h a l le n g in g  th e  Whigs a t  th e  
p o l l s .  Meanwhile in  th e  background th e  T o r ie s  were re g ro u p in g  them se lves  
and were ta k in g  a more c o n s id e re d  look a t  th e  o p p o r tu n i ty  p r e s e n te d  by th e  
Reform Act, ye t a t  th e  same tim e a p p e a r in g  a s  th e  g u a rd ia n s  of th e  
e s t a b l i s h e d  Church and S t a t e  a g a in s t  a v o r te x  of change and i n s t a b i l i t y .  
P ee l saw th e  need to  adopt th e  s p i r i t  of reform, a l b e i t  in  a c a u t io u s  
manner, and to  ta k e  advan tage  of th e  new p o l i t i c a l  system  ( p a r t i c u l a r l y  
w ith  r e s p e c t  to  th e  r e g i s t r a t i o n  o f  v o te r s ) .
At both  a l o c a l  and a n a t io n a l  l e v e l  th e  T o r ie s  began to  
e x p e r ie n c e  a deg ree  of e l e c t i o n  su ccess ,  c u lm in a t in g  in  them ta k in g  o f f i c e  
in  1841. That y ear  th e  r a d i c a l s  were th o ro u g h ly  d i s i l l u s i o n e d  by th e  Whigs
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and even c o n s id e re d  v o t in g  w ith  th e  T o r ie s  t o  b r in g  th e  Whigs down. In  
doing  so  th e  demise o f  e ig h te e n th  c e n tu ry  Whiggism was f i n a l l y  brought 
about. I t s  on ly  way fo rw ard  was to  r e c a p tu r e  r a d i c a l  su p p o r t  by a d o p t in g  a 
more p r o g r e s s iv e ly  L ib e r a l  programme such a s  th a t  put fo rw ard  by G lads tone
from 1868 onwards. Those Whigs who f a i l e d  t o  respond to  th e  new p o l i t i c a l
c l im a te  (and s u r e ly  th e  B e rk e ley s  had a l r e a d y  found th em se lv es  in  t h i s  
c a te g o ry )  were m ostly  d r iv e n  out by th e  1867 Reform Act which e n f ra n c h is e d  
t h a t  ve ry  c l a s s  whose i n t e r e s t s  th e y  had n e g le c te d  f o r  so  long.
Undeniably, any e x p la n a t io n  of th e  c o l l a p s e  of B e rk e ley  support  
has  a l s o  t o  c o n s id e r  f a c t o r s  f o r  th e  r i s e  o f  t h e i r  main opponents , namely 
th e  T o r ie s ,  and t h i s  w i l l  be th e  s u b je c t  o f  d i s c u s s io n  l a t e r  in  th e  
c h a p te r .  However, w ith  r e s p e c t  to  Cheltenham, I  would su g g es t  t h a t  w i th in  
th e  p ro c e s s  o f  th e  to w n 's  p o l i t i c a l  development i t  was th e  a s s e r t i v e n e s s  o f  
i t s  more r a d i c a l  e lem en ts  which was th e  i n i t i a l  f a c t o r  i n  th e  b o ro u g h 's  
s h i f t  away from a d o c i l e  pocket borough to  one where t h e r e  was a g e n e r a l ly  
h ig h e r  l e v e l  o f  p o l i t i c a l  aw areness  and more open p a r ty  c o n te s t .  For 
c h ro n o lo g ic a l ly  i t  i s  th e y  who launched  th e  f i r s t  c h a l le n g e  to  th e  
B erke leys  by c o n t e s t i n g  th e  1835 e l e c t i o n  a t  a tim e when th e  town’ s  T o r ie s  
had not even o rg an iz ed  f o r  them se lves  a c a n d id a te  o f  t h e i r  own -  in  f a c t  
Lord E llenborough  was most d is p a ra g in g  about th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  c o n t e s t i n g  
th e  borough a t  a l l !
As has  been su g g es ted ,  a t  f i r s t  g lance ,  i f  we look  a t  e l e c t i o n
su c c e s s  a lone , i t  would seem th a t  th e  to w n 's  f l i r t a t i o n  w ith  r a d i c a l i s m  was 
wholly  p a t h e t i c  u n t i l  we r e a l i s e  t h a t  i t  was pe rhaps  rem arkab le  t h a t  such 
an even t sh o u ld  have ta k e n  p la c e  a t  a l l .  The poor perform ance  o f  th e  
r a d i c a l s  and C h a r t i s t s  was not th rough  t h e i r  own f a i l i n g s  but r a t h e r  th e  
f a i l u r e  of th e  p o l i t i c a l  system  of th e  t im e  to  g iv e  them any k ind  of
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independen t vo ice .  Even i f  C he l tenham 's  a r t i s a n s  d id  in  some c a s e s  p o s se s s  
th e  v o te  i t  i s  most d o u b tfu l  t h a t  g iv en  th e  to w n 's  r e l a t i v e l y  r e c e n t  
t r a d i t i o n  of r a d ic a l i s m ,  such men would have dared  used i t  a g a in s t  t h e i r  
s o c i a l  ' b e t t e r s '  o r  s p i r i t u a l  l e a d e r s .  In  t h i s  r e s p e c t  Ashton p o in t s  out 
t h a t  th e  newness o f  th e  b o ro u g h 's  r a d i c a l i s m  ( in  f a c t  o f  i t s  whole 
p o l i t i c a l  h i s t o r y )  meant, i n  e f f e c t ,  t h a t  th e  r a d i c a l s  la c k e d  b o th  l o c a l  
o r g a n iz a t io n  and l e a d e r s h ip  — bo th  t h e i r  c a n d id a te s ,  C olone l T. P. Thompson 
and W illiam  Penn G ask e ll ,  were o u t s id e r s .
We a l s o  need to  bear  in  mind t h a t  C h a r t i s t s  and r a d i c a l s  d id  not 
seek  n e c e s s a r i l y  t o  e l e c t  t h e i r  own c a n d id a te s  t o  W estm inster  but in s t e a d  
sought to  change th e  id e a s  and o p in io n s  o f  th o s e  a l r e a d y  th e re .  W. E. Adams 
w r i t e s  of th e  nom ination  of R. Gammage d u r in g  th e  1852 G enera l E le c t io n :
'R. Gammage's v i s i t  [ t o  Cheltenham] c o in c id e d  w ith  th e  o c c u rre n c e  
of th e  G enera l E le c t io n  of 1852. We th e r e f o r e  got him nominated 
so t h a t  he might have an o p p o r tu n i ty  of making a speech  from th e  
h u s t in g s .  T h is  was a l l  we wanted, f o r  o f  c o u rse  i t  would have 
been u t t e r l y  u s e l e s s  to  go to  th e  p o l l  in  th e  th e n  s t a t e  o f  th e  
f r a n c h i s e .  S u f f i c e  i t  t o  say  t h a t  Gammage made what we a l l  
thought a c a p i t a l  speech  f o r  th e  C h a r t e r ' .
In  t h i s  r e s p e c t  then , we sho u ld  ju d g e  th e  s u c c e s s  o f  C he l tenham 's  
r a d i c a l i s m  r a t h e r  in  te rm s of  th e  p o l i t i c a l  c l im a te  and inform ed d e b a te  i t  
encouraged. I t s  p o l i t i c a l  s u b - c u l t u r e  might not have been a w holly
e n f ra n c h is e d  one ( y e t ) ,  but i t s  s t r e n g t h  and a r t i c u l a t i o n  was such t h a t
n e i t h e r  T o r ie s  o r  Whigs cou ld  a f f o r d  to  ig n o re  i t .  N a t io n a l ly ,  such  was i t s
s i g n i f i c a n c e  th a t  i t  h e lp e d  e l e v a t e  th e  form er t o  o f f i c e  in  1841 and was
in s t ru m e n ta l  in  th e  r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  of th e  l a t t e r  from a p a r ty  w ith  outmoded 
e ig h te e n th  c e n tu ry  v a lu e s  to  th o s e  of n in e te e n th  c e n tu ry  L ib e ra l i sm .
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L oca lly ,  i t  was r e s p o n s ib le  p a r t l y  fo r  th e  r e v iv a l  of th e  T o r ie s  ( i f  only  
by s e t t i n g  an e a r l y  p reced en t th a t  th e  B erk e ley s  cou ld  in  f a c t  be opposed), 
and in  th e  main f o r  th e  c o l l a p s e  of B erke ley  c o n t ro l .
Such a view of p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t y  and s t im u lu s  f o r  change ' f ro m
below' (a l th o u g h  not always of a r a d i c a l  n a tu re )  i s ,  i t  seems, c o n s i s t e n t  
w ith  t h e  f in d in g s  o f  a number of o th e r  l o c a l  s t u d i e s  o f  th e  p e r io d ,  not 
l e a s t  t h a t  o f  C. F is h e r  in  h i s  a t tem p t t o  examine th e  cau se  o f  a Tory 
r e v iv a l  in  South N o tt in g h am sh ire  in  th e  1830s. He w r i te s :
' P o l i t i c a l l y ,  th e  most a c t i v e  members of r u r a l  s o c i e t y  in  1837
were drawn from th e  l e s s  prom inent g roups of sm a l lh o ld e rs ,  
p r o f e s s io n s  and r u r a l  t r a d e s m e n . . . i t  would seem th a t  such  groups 
which norm ally  on ly  f i g u r e  a s  dependan ts  and a g e n ts  in  s t u d i e s  of
th e  n in e te e n th  c e n tu ry  e l e c t o r a l  system, cou ld  p la y  a r o l e  of
c o n s id e ra b ly  g r e a t e r  s i g n i f i c a n c e ' .
Of cou rse ,  F i s h e r ' s  sm a l lh o ld e rs ,  e t c . ,  would have been in  p o s se s s io n  of 
th e  vote , but h i s  g e n e ra l  p o in t  i s  c e r t a i n l y  t r u e  o f  C he ltenham 's  working 
c l a s s  C h a r t i s t s ,  m iddle c l a s s  r a d i c a l s  and D is s e n te r s  a l i k e .
Having emphasized th e  r o l e  of r a d ic a l i s m  w i th in  Cheltenham, i t  
perhaps needs to  be s a id  whence i t  sp rang . Two f a c t o r s  rem ain c e n t r a l  to  
what Ashton c a l l s  in  w ider te rm s th e  ' r a d i c a l i z a t i o n  of th e  S p a '.  The f i r s t  
i s  th e  to w n 's  alm ost u np receden ted  w ea lth  o f  new spapers and jo u r n a l s .  I t
sho u ld  not be s u r p r i s i n g  th a t  a Spa town g iv en  over t o  th e  p u r s u i t  o f
l e i s u r e  shou ld  have been so  w ell endowed in  l i t e r a r y  te rm s. However, what 
does remain n o t i c e a b l e  i s  t h a t  am idst a l l  th e  f a s h io n a b le  and g e n te e l  
j o u r n a l s  and g e n t le m e n 's  magazines t h e r e  f l o u r i s h e d  The Cheltenham Free  
P ress  whose aim i t  was to  e n l ig h te n  and e d u c a te  a l l  on th e  p o l i t i c a l  i s s u e s  
of th e  day.
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The Free P re s s  (w ith  a c i r c u l a t i o n  o f  19,900 in  1834) was t y p i c a l  
of many r a d i c a l  J o u r n a ls  of th e  tim e in  th a t  i t  b e n e f i t e d  from th e
re d u c t io n  of newspaper ta x  in  1836. Of th e s e  jo u r n a l s  i t  has  been w r i t t e n  
t h a t  th ey  were 'd e s t i n e d  to  t r a n s fo rm  n a t io n a l  p o l i t i c s  by h e lp in g  working 
c l a s s  U l t r a  R a d ic a ls  t o  c r e a t e  a C h a r t i s t  p a r ty '  as  w ell  a s  ' t o  f u r t h e r  th e  
cause  o f  m iddle c l a s s  r a d i c a l i s m  in  i t s  suppo rt  f o r  a more l i b e r a l
programme of re form ' and in  bo th  r e s p e c t s  t h e i r  ' i n f l u e n c e  on th e  p o l i t i c s  
o f  th e  tim e may be e a s i l y  u n d e r r a t e d ' . ' *  Such cou ld  be s a i d  t o  be t r u e  of 
The Free Press, A lthough in  t h e  main a r a d i c a l  paper, The Free P ress  o f te n
t r i e d  to  avoid  a mere p a r ty  l i n e ,  encou rag ing  i t s  r e a d e r s  t o  make up t h e i r
own minds r a t h e r  than  p r e s e n t in g  a dogmatic argument. Yet a t  th e  same tim e
th e  paper showed a f e a r l e s s  o p p o s i t io n  and a d e te rm in a t io n  to  speak w ith
i n t e g r i t y  even a g a in s t  such pow erful f i g u r e s  of th e  E s ta b l ish m e n t  a s  Lord
Segrave and th e  Rev. F ra n c is  Close.
Furtherm ore  th e  paper p rov ided  a v a lu a b le  fo cu s  f o r  a l l  th o se  
p o l i t i c a l  g roup ings  den ied  an independen t p o l i t i c a l  v o ic e  th rough  th e  
p a r l i a m e n ta ry  system  of th e  day. R a d ic a ls  l i k e  W. P. G ask e l l  and C olonel 
Thompson, and C h a r t i s t s  such as  W. E. Adams, John Coding and J. P. G le n i s t e r ,  
a l l  had th e  o p p o r tu n i ty  to  e x p re s s  t h e i r  views th rough  i t s  columns. In  
te rm s of e x ten d in g  th e  p o l i t i c a l  development of th e  borough, The Free P ress  
must ta k e  th e  h ig h e s t  p la c e  amongst C he l tenham 's  new spapers  and jo u r n a l s .
A second and r a t h e r  d i f f e r e n t  f a c t o r  in  th e  p o l i t i c a l  m a tu ra t io n  
o f  th e  borough i s  p ro v id ed  by th e  o th e r  'C o lo s s u s '  who b e s t ro d e  th e  town 
a lo n g s id e  Lord Segrave, yet w ith  h i s  f e e t  f i rm ly  p la n te d  in  a d i f f e r e n t  
camp. The Rev. F r a n c is  C lo s e 's  t h i r t y  y ea r  (1826-56) te n u re  o f  th e  
incumbency of th e  p a r i s h  church  of S t.  M ary 's  has  been d e s c r ib e d  by some 
o b s e rv e r s  as  th e  'C lo s e  seaso n ' and th a t  under him Cheltenham became ' t h e
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Close Borough'. Undeniably  h i s  in f lu e n c e  on th e  town was enormous and 
amongst h i s  l a s t i n g  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  were fo u r  new churches , fo u r  n a t io n a l  
s ch o o ls ,  s i x  i n f a n t  s c h o o ls  and a new h o s p i t a l ,  a fem ale r e fu g e  fo r  
p r o s t i t u t e s  and a t r a i n i n g  c o l l e g e  f o r  t e a c h e r s .  However, f o r  Close, 
e d u c a t io n  was j u s t  one weapon in  h i s  e v a n g e l ic a l  d e s i r e  t o  sp re a d  th e  
Gospel, p a r t i c u l a r l y  amongst th e  poor of th e  p a r is h .
Under C lose  v i r t u a l l y  every  a sp e c t  of th e  to w n 's  l i f e  came under 
h i s  s c r u t in y .  His most n o ta b le  e a r l y  s u c c e s s e s  came a g a in s t  t h e  B erkeley  
fam ily  whom he reg a rd ed  as  no more th an  d e g e n e ra te s ,  even to  th e  p o in t  
where Grant le y  B erke ley  c la im s  he put a c u r s e  on them! More ta n g ib ly .  
C lose  both  managed to  s to p  th e  to w n 's  t h r e e  day r a c e  m eeting  f o r  a tim e and 
to  p reven t th e  r e b u i l d in g  of th e  Royal T h e a tre  when i t  bu rn t  down in  1839. 
During th e  y e a rs  in  which he dominated th e  scene, i t  has  been argued  th a t  
th e  to w n 's  c h a r a c t e r  changed and th a t  h i s  e v a n g e l ic a l  p re a c h in g s  and 
a c t i v i t i e s  'so u n d ed  th e  d e a th - k n e l l  of G eorgian C h e l te n h a m '.== T h is  view 
was a l s o  somewhat beg ru d g in g ly  borne out by Grant le y  B erke ley  when he 
s t a t e d  th a t  Close:
' t o o k  th e  le a d  w ith  a c e r t a i n  c l a s s  of s o c ie ty ,  and kept i t .  A 
man in  a red  co a t  was looked on as  a ' s c a r l e t  ab o m in a t io n ';  b a l l s  
were fo rb id d en ; and, in  s h o r t ,  Cheltenham no lo n g e r  was a p la c e  
fo r  innocen t amusement; th e  o ld  regim e was condemned and doomed, 
and w a l tz e r s ,  q u a d r i l l e  dan ce rs ,  and sweet b a l l a d  s in g e r s  s e n t  t o  
th e  deuce. '
H is in f lu e n c e  ex tended  even to  th e  p o l i t i c s  of th e  borough, and t h i s  in  
t u r n  had two n o ta b le  e f f e c t s .  F i r s t  a s  su g g es ted ,  i s  th e  obv ious one in  
th a t  h i s  a t t a c k s  on th e  B erke leys  g r a d u a l ly  weakened t h e i r  ho ld  on th e  
borough by g iv in g  c red en ce  and moral su p p o r t  to  th e  C o n se rv a t iv e  cause. His
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own p r o f e s s io n  th a t  he had always t r i e d  not t o  meddle w ith  th e  p o l i t i c s  of 
th e  borough had not p rev en ted  him on a number o f  o c c a s io n s  p u b l i c a l l y  
d ec la im in g  Craven B erke ley  a s  an a t h e i s t  and on o th e r  o c c a s io n s  in  g iv in g  
p u b l ic  su p p o r t  t o  Tory c a n d id a te s ,  such  a s  James Agg-Gardner in  184-1, to  
whom he se n t  ' h e a r t y  good w ishes  f o r  th e  u l t im a te  tr ium ph  o f sound 
C o n se rv a t iv e  p r i n c i p l e s ,  over lo o s e  and l a t i t u d i n a r i a n  l i b e r a l i s m ' . =*
Munden a s s e r t s  s t r o n g ly  th a t  d u r in g  th e  p e r io d  w h i l s t  C lose  was 
i n f l u e n t i a l  in  Cheltenham h i s  brand  o f re fo rm in g  e v a n g e l ic a l i s m  produced a 
profound change in  th e  e th o s  of th e  town from th e  su p p o r t  of w orld ly  
a c t i v i t i e s  of h e a l t h  and p le a s u r e  s e e k e r s  of a p re v io u s  g e n e r a t io n  t o  a 
more sober-m inded p la c e  g iv en  over to  ed u ca t io n ,  e x h i b i t i o n s ,  c h o ra l  
s o c i e t i e s  and c o n fe ren c es .  I f  such a t r a n s f o r m a t io n  d id  in  f a c t  ta k e  p la ce ,  
i t  would h e lp  e x p la in  in  more g e n e ra l  te rm s why th e  to w n 's  e l e c t o r a t e  found 
i t s e l f  d r i f t i n g  away from th e  B e rk e ley s  tow ards  th e  more le v e l -h e a d e d  
i n t e r e s t s  o f  a b u s in e s s  and p r o p e r t i e d  c l a s s  who looked  tow ards  
C onserva tism  to  p r o te c t  and r e p r e s e n t  i t s  p o l i t i c a l  i n t e r e s t s .  As B rad ley  
m entions in  h i s  su rv ey  of th e  impact of e v a n g e l ic a l ism ,  t h e r e  was g e n e r a l l y  
' a  marked d e c l in e  in  ra c e -g o in g ,  in  a t te n d a n c e  a t  t h e a t r e s  and o th e r  
e n te r ta in m e n ts ,  and a c lo s in g  down of s e v e r a l  gaming c lu b s  and p le a s u r e  
g ardens  th rough  a la c k  of cus tom '.  I f  th e  impact o f  C lose  was a s  s t r o n g  
on Cheltenham as  Munden c la im s  i t  was, one can q u i t e  e a s i l y  a p p r e c i a t e  th e  
a p tn e s s  of B r a d le y 's  o b s e rv a t io n s  and th e  im portance  th e y  would have 
l o c a l l y  e x p la in in g  th e  d e c l in in g  in f lu e n c e  of th e  B e rk e le y s  w i th in  th e  
borough.
Such a view of Cheltenham i s  a l s o  confirm ed by G, H art who w ro te  
of Tory s u c c e ss  in  th e  1860s th a t :
'T h e re  were v a r io u s  i n t e r a c t i n g  cau ses  f o r  th e  f a i l u r e  o f  th e
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L i b e r a l s  t o  m a in ta in  t h e i r  long  h o ld  on th e  town. The in f lu e n c e
of th e  Church was fo r  many y e a r s  thrown on th e  s i d e  of th e
C o n se rv a t iv e s .  The P r o p r i e t a r y  C o lleg e  a t t r a c t e d  as  r e s i d e n t s  
many f a m i l i e s  who were t r a d i t i o n a l l y  C o n se rv a tiv e .  The s a l e  of 
th e  manor to  a r e s id e n t  C o n se rv a t iv e  fam ily  was fo llow ed  
s h o r t l y  a f te rw a rd s  by th e  w ithdraw al of th e  B e rk e ley s  from th e  
p o l i t i c a l  s c e n e ' .
The second e f f e c t  of C lo s e 's  a c t i v i t i e s  was a more s u b t l e  p ro c e s s  which had 
a more t e l l i n g  e f f e c t  on th e  borough th an  sim ply  th e  l o s s  o f  i t s  'n o b l e  
p a t r o n ' .  His d e s i r e  to  sp re a d  a knowledge of th e  G ospels  by an alm ost 
aggr© ssive  e v a n g e l i c a l  z e a l  le d  him in t o  c o n f l i c t  w ith  th e  i n f l u e n t i a l  
f o r c e s  of r e l i g i o u s  D is se n t ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  U n i ta r i a n s ,  a s  w ell  a s  movements 
of a r a d i c a l  p o l i t i c a l  n a tu r e  such a s  C hart ism  and Owenitism. He argued
th a t  i f  C h r i s t i a n s  d id  not ed u ca te  th e  poor th ey  would be le d  a s t r a y  by
•knaves, t r a i t o r s  and C h a r t i s t s '  and th e  f r u i t s  of t h e i r  te a c h in g  would 
produce ' d i s a f f e c t i o n ,  d i s c o rd  and a d i s s o l u t e  p o p u la t io n .  C l o s e ' s
a t te m p ts  to  b ludgeon th e s e  g roups i n t o  subm iss ion  m erely  s t r e n g th e n e d  t h e i r  
r e s i s t a n c e .  On a number of o c c a s io n s  th e  S p a 's  C h a r t i s t s ,  f o r  example, h e ld  
s i t - i n s  in  th e  p a r i s h  church; and Owenite g roups b o y c o t te d  bo th  Sunday 
church  and Sunday schoo l.  At v a r io u s  t im es  th e  town a l s o  a c te d  as  a m eeting  
p la c e  where r a d i c a l  s p e a k e rs  (sometimes of n a t io n a l  fame, e .g .  Feargus  
O'Connor, Henry V incent and E rn es t  Jo n es )  were heard , p a r t i c u l a r l y  a t  th e
M echanics ' I n s t i t u t e .
The most n o to r io u s  c l a s h  w ith  C l o s e ' s  s p i r i t u a l  a u t h o r i t y  over
th e  town came i n  1842 when George Holyoake came t o  Cheltenham t o  d e l i v e r  
h i s  s o - c a l l e d  'b lasphem y l e c t u r e '  f o r  which he r e c e iv e d  not o n ly  n a t i o n a l  
a t t e n t i o n  in  th e  p re s s ,  but over s i x  months imprisonment a t  G lo u c e s te r
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Gaol. However, on t h i s  occas ion .  Close, who le d  th e  main a t t a c k  on 
Holyoake, was not th e  on ly  v i l l a i n  in  th e  eyes  of th e  to w n 's  r a d i c a l s ,  a s  
Craven B erkeley , ' a f r i e n d  o f  th e  C hurch ',  had a l s o  spoken on b e h a l f  of th e  
to w n 's  m a g i s t r a t e s  in  th e  House o f  Commons.
Undoubtedly, C l o s e ' s  a t t a c k s  on r e l i g i o u s  D isse n t and p o l i t i c a l  
r a d ic a l i s m  w i th in  Cheltenham f a r  from weakened th e s e  g roups but r a t h e r  
s tu n g  them i n t o  a c t i v i t y ,  o f t e n  w ith  th e  e f f e c t  o f  enco u rag in g  them to  
te m p o ra r i ly  overcome t h e i r  d i f f e r e n c e s .  As Ashton says ,  ' a t  t im es  h i s  
a g g re s s iv e  church  l e a d e r s h ip  had th e  unexpected  e f f e c t  o f  c r e a t in g ,  over 
some is s u e s ,  a s e r i e s  o f  complex i n t e r - c l a s s  a l l i a n c e s  between r a d i c a l s ,  
l i b e r a l s  and D is s e n t in g  e lem ents .  Moreover, a s  bo th  nonconfo rm ist and 
working c l a s s  co n s c io u s n e s s  w i th in  th e  Spa grew i t  became in c r e a s in g ly  l e s s  
enamoured, not j u s t  of C lo s e 's  a u t h o r i t a r i a n  c l e r i c a l  c o n t ro l ,  but more 
g e n e r a l ly  of B e r k e l e y 's  p o l i t i c a l  dominion and w ith  th e  t e p id  n a tu r e  of th e  
Whig programme, l o c a l l y  and n a t io n a l l y .  I n s t e a d  i t  began to  look to  form 
i t s  own p o l i t i c a l  vo ice ,  o r  a t  l e a s t  to  fo l lo w  th o se  o f  a more p e r s u a s iv e  
l i b e r a l  n a tu re .  Such was th e  s t r e n g t h  of th e  t r a d i t i o n  th a t  i t  e s t a b l i s h e d ,  
t h a t  even as  l a t e  a s  th e  1860s Cheltenham r a d i c a l s  c o n t in u e d  a more 
independen t l i n e  c a l l i n g  f o r  a more s o c i a l i s t  programme and independen t 
working c l a s s  c a n d id a te s .
I t  can be argued, then , t h a t  C l o s e ' s  r e l i g i o u s  a c t i v i t i e s  w i th in  
Cheltenham provoked a de term ined  r e s i s t a n c e  from working c l a s s  r a d i c a l s  
( a l b e i t  w ithou t th e  v o te )  and m id d le - c la s s  D is s e n te r s  (who were in  
p o s se s s io n  of th e  f r a n c h i s e )  a l ik e .  T h is  r e s i s t a n c e  was based on an a t t a c k  
on a l l  u n reaso n ab le  forms o f  c o n t ro l ,  bo th  s e c u l a r  and lay , and a c te d  a s  a 
sco u rg e  to  both  Whigs and T o r ie s  a l ik e .  I t  was a l s o  based on th e  sp re a d  of 
p o l i t i c a l  knowledge and aw areness  amongst th e  low er o rd e r  t o  an o f t e n
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im p re s s iv e  degree . In  t h i s  r e s p e c t  d e b a te s  on f o r e ig n  p o l i c y  amongst 
Cheltenham r a d i c a l s  in  th e  1850s appear  very  w ell informed. W estm inster 
c r i t i c s  cou ld  r e s t  a s s u re d  th a t  th e  town now dem onstra ted  an i n t e r e s t  in  
p o l i t i c s  (uncom fortab ly  so, some of them might f e e l ! )  w ell above th e  ' p e t t y  
i n t e r e s t s  of vendors  o f  lem onade '.
The growth o f  an a s s e r t i v e  r a d ic a l i s m  was one major f a c t o r  in  th e
p o l i t i c a l  m a tu ra t io n  of th e  b o ro u g h 's  e l e c t o r a t e  -  th e  r i s e  o f  a competent
and e f f e c t i v e  Tory o p p o s i t io n  was an o th e r .  In  c o n t r a s t  t o  th e  i n t e r p l a y  
between Whigs and R ad ica ls ,  Tory s u c c e s s  in  Cheltenham i s  a l e s s  complex 
p ro cess  and can p erhaps  be e x p la in e d  in  more s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d  terms. 
I n i t i a l l y  t h e i r  p o s i t i o n  in  th e  town was very  weak f o r  t h r e e  reaso n s :  t h e i r  
o p p o s i t io n  th rough  th e  True Blue Clubs to  th e  Reform Act; t h e i r  la c k  o f  an 
a r i s t o c r a t i c  and w ealthy  pa tro n ;  and th e  more g e n e ra l  p o in t  t h a t  th e  
p o l i t i c a l  to n e  of th e  County had l a r g e l y  tended  tow ards Whiggism in  th e  
e ig h te e n th  c en tu ry .  All t h i s  l e f t  th e  T o r ie s  h igh  and d ry  when Cheltenham 
f i r s t  became e n f r a n c h i s e d  in  1832 and as  we have seen, even ' c e n t r a l  
o f f i c e '  was most d i s p a ra g in g  about th e  p ro sp ec t  o f  ev e r  f i e l d i n g  a 
c a n d id a te  th e re .
However, t h i s  s i t u a t i o n  d id  not l a s t  fo r  long. The reco v e ry  of 
th e  Tory p a r ty  in  th e  1830s was not j u s t  a l o c a l  phenomenon but a n a t i o n a l  
one which has  been w ell  documented by a number o f  h i s t o r i a n s .  I t  i s  not 
th e  purpose  o f  t h i s  t h e s i s  to  r e h e a r s e  re a s o n s  f o r  t h a t  reco v e ry ,  but 
r a t h e r  t o  c o n s id e r  how they  might have a p p l ie d  more s p e c i f i c a l l y  to  
Cheltenham.
One main f a c t o r  in  Tory emergence in  Cheltenham i s  l in k e d  to  th e  
f o r tu n e  of th e  L i b e r a l s  and th e  p e rc e iv e d  d i v i s i o n s  in  t h e i r  ra n k s  between 
Whigs, L i b e r a l s  and R a d ic a ls  -  i t  has a l r e a d y  been m entioned t h a t  th e  f i r s t
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opponent to  B erke ley  in  1835 was a R ad ica l and not a Tory. A longside  t h i s  
d i v i s i o n  th e r e  was in  Cheltenham d i s i l lu s io n m e n t  w ith  th e  r e c o rd  of th e  
Whigs g e n e r a l ly  and Craven B erkeley  more s p e c i f i c a l l y  a s  re fo rm e rs  and 
p o t e n t i a l  a l l i e s  from th e  lower c l a s s e s  were d r i f t i n g  away in  t h e i r  suppo rt  
f o r  th e  Whigs. By c o n t r a s t  Tory hopes r e c e iv e d  th e  f i l l i p  of P e e l ' s  
Tamworth M an ifes to  o f  1834 and i t  i s  from t h a t  d a te  t h a t  t h e i r  f o r tu n e s  
began to  p ick  up. Correspondence between P ee l and Bonham ( h i s  p a r ty  ag en t)  
i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e r e  was an a c t i v e  l o c a l  p a r ty  in  Cheltenham ( a l b e i t  one 
very  low on funds) and much good work in  p r e p a r in g  th e  c o n s t i tu e n c y  was 
be ing  u n dertaken  by t h e i r  l o c a l  agen t,  W illiam  Lawrence. ®®
By 1837 th e  C o n se rv a t iv e  p a r ty  began to  s t a r t  ta k in g  th e  p ro sp ec t  
of w inning Cheltenham (and indeed  a g e n e ra l  e l e c t i o n )  s e r i o u s l y  -  so  much 
so t h a t  an a t te m p t ,  a l b e i t  a r a t h e r  s p e c u la t i v e  one, was made by Jona than  
Peel to  c o n te s t  th e  borough. Peel on ly  managed to  p o l l  J u s t  h a l f  th e  v o te s  
of B erkeley , but h i s  appea rance  in  th e  borough showed th e  T o r ie s  t h a t  th ey  
cou ld  beg in  to  f i e l d  an e f f e c t i v e  o p p o s i t io n  a g a in s t  th e  B erkeleys . 
N a t io n a l ly  th e  p a r ty  won over one hundred more s e a t s  in  1837 and Gash 
a rgues  th a t  i t  was ' a c r u c i a l  p o in t  in  t h e i r  r e c o v e ry ' .
U n fo r tu n a te ly  we do not have p o l l  books f o r  t h i s  e l e c t i o n ,  but 
th a t  of 1841 a l lo w s  us to  s p e c u la te  a s  to  where su p p o r t  f o r  th e  
C o n se rv a t iv e  c a n d id a te  might have come from. The h ig h e s t  p r o p o r t io n  of 
t h e i r  v o te  came from th e  'g e n t r y '  c a teg o ry ,  and in  th e  c o n te x t  of 
Cheltenham we might J u s t i f i a b l y  assume th a t  many of th e s e  were r e t i r e d  army 
and nava l o f f i c e r s  whose n a t u r a l  i n c l i n a t i o n  would have been Tory. In  
a d d i t io n ,  an o th e r  so u rce  of Tory su p p o r t  would have come from th o s e  
fo l lo w e rs  of th e  Rev. F ra n c is  C lose i n s p i r e d  by h i s  a t t a c k s  on Papism and 
low church  l a t i t u d i n a r i a n i s m .  And f i n a l l y  t h e r e  i s  a l s o  ev id en ce  from an
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exam ina tion  of th e  ran k s  of th e  Town Commissioners t h a t  C onservatism  
a lo n g s id e  i t s  more t r a d i t i o n a l  a r e a s  o f  su p p o r t  ( th e  Church and th e  landed  
i n t e r e s t )  was f in d in g  favour w ith  many o f  th e  to w n 's  newly emerging 
p r o p e r t i e d  and b u s in e s s  c l a s s e s .
The c o n t r i b u t i o n  of C lose  t o  th e  s u c c e s s  of th e  T o r ie s  i s  not one 
which shou ld  be ignored . Under h i s  e v a n g e l i c a l  regim e a new moral to n e  was 
t ra n s fo rm in g  th e  borough th rough  which th e  to w n 's  T o r ie s  began to  adopt a 
more s e l f - c o n f i d e n t  s ta n c e  a g a in s t  t h e  B erke leys .  So much was t h i s  th e  case  
t h a t  by th e  1840s they  were a b le  to  put forw ard  t h e i r  own lo c a l  c a n d id a te s  
-  men of  some s t a t u r e  and p ro p e r ty .  I n c r e a s i n g ly  in  th e  l i g h t  of C lo s e 's  
t r a n s fo rm a t io n  of th e  town away from th a t  of p le a s u r e  r e s o r t  and Spa, 
Berkeley  p a t ro n a g e  was p e rc e iv e d  by s e c t i o n s  of th e  community a s  s e l f  
in d u lg e n t  and o f  l i t t l e  r e a l  use to  th e  f u t u r e  development o f  th e  town w ith  
i t s  emerging im portance  as  a c e n t r e  of e d u c a t io n  and i t s  in c re a s e d  
p o t e n t i a l  from em erging b u s in e s s e s  a f fo rd e d  by i t s  new r a i l  l i n k .  In  
e f f e c t ,  many Cheltenham v o te r s  were tu r n in g  tow ards c a n d id a te s  who more 
s u c c e s s f u l ly  r e f l e c t e d  th e  to w n 's  chang ing  o u tlo o k  th an  d id  th e  B erkeleys .  
The Agg-Gardners p a r t i c u l a r l y  s t r e s s e d  th a t  th ey  were men of  l o c a l  p ro p e r ty  
(they  owned bo th  th e  manor and th e  to w n 's  l a r g e s t  brew ery) and C h a r le s  
S c h re ib e r  emphasized h i s  own co n n e c t io n  w ith  Cheltenham C ollege .
I t  has  been p o in te d  out by some h i s t o r i a n s  t h a t  th e  T o r ie s  d id  
not emerge on a wave o f  s o c i a l  re fo rm  or economic l e g i s l a t i o n ,  but r a t h e r  
a s  d e fe n d e rs  of th e  C o n s t i t u t i o n ,  th e  E s ta b l i s h e d  Church and th e  landed  
i n t e r e s t .  C onsequently , in  Cheltenham t h e i r  main a t t a c k s  c o n c e n t r a te d  on 
B e r k e l e y 's  su p p o r t  f o r  th e  a b o l i t i o n  o f  th e  Church r a t e ,  d i s e s t a b l i s h m e n t  
of th e  I r i s h  Church, th e  r e p e a l  of th e  Corn laws and l a t e r  h i s  s u p p o r t  f o r  
th e  B a l lo t .  With r e l i g i o n  so  much a t  th e  f o r e - f r o n t  o f  Cheltenham
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C onserva tism  we can see  how i t s  p o l i t i c a l  campaign t h e r e  was i n e x t r i c a b l y  
l in k e d  to  C l o s e ' s  own E v a n g e l ic a l  a c t i v i t i e s  -  bo th  saw them se lves  as
d e fe n d e rs  of th e  t r u e  and n a t u r a l  o rd e r  of th in g s ,
As w ell as  th e  work of  Close, two o th e r  im p o rtan t  f a c t o r s  must be
mentioned which h e lp ed  b r in g  su c c e s s  to  th e  C o n se rv a t iv e  p a r ty  in  
Cheltenham. The f i r s t  was th e  emergence of a h e a l th y  Tory P re s s  which by 
1839 had th e  predom inant s h a re  o f  th e  to w n 's  newspaper c i r c u l a t i o n .  Second, 
as  mentioned, was th e  work o f  t h e i r  l o c a l  p a r ty  and l o c a l  agen t W illiam  
Lawrence whose a c t i v i t i e s  m irro red  th e  n a t io n a l  e f f o r t s  o f  F ra n c is  Bonham.
E le c t io n  d e fe a t  and th e  Reform Act o f  1832 had fo rc e d  th e  T o r ie s  to  r e ­
a s s e s s  them se lves  and in  1834 Gash a rg u es  t h a t  a s  a r e s u l t  ' t h e y  grew 
s t e a d i l y  a s  a n a t io n a l  movement o rg an iz ed  a s  no p o l i t i c a l  p a r ty  had ever 
been o rg an iz ed  b e fo re  f o r  th e  purpose  of w inning p a r l i a m e n ta ry
e l e c t i o n s ' .  P rev io u s  c h a p te r s  have in d i c a t e d  th e  n a t u r e  of th e s e
a c t i v i t i e s  in  Cheltenham; th e  r e g i s t r a t i o n  of v o te r s ;  t h e  o r g a n iz a t io n  of 
th e  p o l l  and d r a f t i n g  p e t i t i o n s  be ing  some of th e  more im p o rtan t .  There i s  
some i n d i c a t i o n  then , t h a t  C o n se rv a t iv e  s u c c e s s  in  th e  1840s was a s  much 
due t o  g r a s s  r o o t s  o r g a n iz a t io n  as  i t  was t o  th e  le a d  g iv e n  to  i t  by 
n a t io n a l  f i g u r e s  such as  Pee l and Bonham.
However, in  c o n s id e r in g  th e  p o s i t i o n  of C h e l ten h am 's  T o r ie s
s u r e ly  i t  shou ld  not seem so s u r p r i s i n g  t o  us t h a t  a borough l i k e
Cheltenham shou ld  have had a s t r o n g  Tory i n t e r e s t .  Gash s t a t e s  t h a t  b ro ad ly  
sp eak in g  C onserva tism  was th e  ' p a r t y  of th e  c o u n t ie s  and sm all  boroughs, a s  
opposed to  i n d u s t r i a l  a r e a s  and l a r g e  to w n s '.  F a s h io n a b le  Cheltenham w ith  
i t s  g e n te e l  s o c i e t y  o f  r e t i r e d  o f f i c e r s ,  i t s  annual m ig ra t io n  of h e a l th  
s e e k e r s ,  i t s  many chu rches  and sch o o ls ,  i t s  music and fox h u n t in g  was a f a r  
c ry  from th e  i n d u s t r i a l  towns of th e  n o r th  and midlands. Cheltenham had no
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heavy in d u s t ry ,  nor was i t  th e  c e n t r e  f o r  any l a r g e  s c a l e  p ro d u c tio n .  Such 
a town, more so th a n  most perhaps, would s u r e ly  be a t  home w ith  th e  p a r ty  
of th e  E s ta b l ish m e n t .  Again a s  Gash says ,  f o r  th e  T o r ie s  ' r e v i v a l  a f t e r  th e  
Reform Act s t a r t e d  e a r l i e s t  and c o n t in u e d  most e f f e c t i v e l y  in  th e  c o u n t ie s  
(and s m a l le r  boroughs?) because  th e  g e n t ry  and th e  c l e rg y  p rov ided  th e  
n a t u r a l  s o c i a l  b a s i s  fo r  th e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  d e fen ces  which th e  C o n se rv a t iv e  
p a r ty  was d es ig n ed  to  e r e c t ' .
Rather, what shou ld  perhaps  appear  more s u r p r i s i n g  i s  t h a t  th e  
B erke leys  h e ld  Cheltenham fo r  a s  long  and as  s u c c e s s f u l ly  a s  they  did. What 
i s  more, as  t h i s  t h e s i s  su g g e s ts ,  i s  th e  l e s s  expec ted  n o t io n  t h a t  
C onserva tism  d id  not emerge as  th e  f i r s t  n a t u r a l  opponent of Whiggism but 
took i t s  p la c e  behind  a wave of r a d i c a l i s m  which pervaded  a s p e c t s  of 
Cheltenham p o l i t i c a l  l i f e  in  th e  1830s and 1840s.
In  view of i t s  s i g n i f i c a n c e ,  one l a s t  a s p e c t  co n ce rn in g  
C heltenham 's  r a d ic a l i s m  rem ains to  be mentioned: hav ing  been p r e v a le n t  in
th e se  two decades, why d id  i t  not c o n t in u e  to  f l o u r i s h  i n t o  th e  1860s and 
1870s? For, in  c o n t r a s t  to  th e  c la im  made in  th e  e a r l y  1830s th a t  
Cheltenham was th e  most im portan t c e n t r e  o f  r a d ic a l i s m  in  th e  county, i t  
was not even in  a p o s i t i o n  to  send a d e l e g a te  t o  a n a t i o n a l  co n fe ren c e  
proposed in  1857. T h is  i s  p a r t l y  e x p la in e d  in  th a t  in  some r e s p e c t s  th e  
1850s were a w ate rshed  fo r  th e  borough. Both forms of a u t h o r i t a r i a n  c o n t ro l  
which had l a r g e l y  prompted r a d i c a l  a c t i v i t y  in  th e  f i r s t  p la c e  had a l l  but 
d isap p ea red .  By 1857 bo th  Lord Segrave and Craven B erkeley  had d ie d  and th e  
f a m i l y ' s  rem ain ing  ho ld  over th e  borough was s l i g h t .  In  a d d i t i o n  F ra n c is  
C lose  had l e f t  Cheltenham to  ta k e  up a new appointm ent in  C a r l i s l e .
Furtherm ore , by now both  p a r t i e s  saw th e  need to  respond  more 
c o n v in c in g ly  to  r a d i c a l  p re s s u re :  th e  C o n se rv a t iv e  c a n d id a te  S c h re ib e r
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pledged  to  improve th e  c o n d i t io n  of th e  poor; F r a n c is  B erke ley  championed 
th e  cause  of th e  b a l l o t .  Both th e s e  d i r e c t i o n s  were m ir ro re d  n a t i o n a l l y  by 
D i s r a e l i ' s  'T o ry  Democracy' and G la d s to n e 's  new L ib e ra l ism . The s t im u lu s  
f o r  p o l i t i c a l  change, which had come l a r g e l y  from below in  th e  1830s and 
1840s was, a decade l a t e r ,  t o  come from above w ith  a new s t a t e  of a f f a i r s  
a t  W estm inster. As such Cheltenham r a d i c a l s  cou ld  f in d  a more p o s i t i v e  
programme o f re fo rm  in  e i t h e r  p a r ty  ( D i s r a e l i  was about t o  o f f e r  them th e  
v o te  i n  1867 and G lads tone  brought in  th e  S e c re t  B a l lo t  in  1872) and 
g r a d u a l ly  they  became absorbed , f o r  th e  tim e being, i n t o  more m ainstream  
p o l i t i c a l  a c t i v i t y .  I t  cou ld  be argued  then , t h a t  Cheltenham r a d ic a l i s m  d id  
not d is a p p e a r  a f t e r  th e  1850s but r a th e r ,  a s  bo th  th e  L i b e r a l s  and th e  
T o r ie s  sought to  adopt programmes which would accommodate r a d i c a l  demands, 
i t  f e l t  l e s s  need to  ta k e  such a prom inent s tand .
In  summary, th e  most im portan t  c o n t r i b u t i o n  made by C heltenham 's  
r a d i c a l s  was in  t h a t  by c h a l le n g in g  th e  ' o ld  o rd e r '  both  in  Church and in  
S ta te ,  th ey  e f f e c t e d  a change in  th e  very  p o l i t i c a l  n a tu r e  o f  th e  borough. 
C le a r ly  i t  was th e  p o l i t i c a l  aw areness  and a c t i v i t y  t a k in g  p la c e  amongst 
th e  to w n 's  r a d i c a l s  in  th e  1830s and 4840s ,  above a l l  e l s e ,  t h a t  produced 
an e l e c t o r a t e  no lo n g e r  p rep a red  to  s u r r e n d e r  i t s  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  
c o m p lia n t ly  i n t o  th e  hands of i t s  'n o b l e  p a t r o n ' .  In  e f f e c t  th ey  he lped  
c r e a t e  a p o l i t i c a l  c l im a te  which changed Cheltenham from a pocket borough 
r i f e  w ith  nomineeism to  a c o n s t i tu e n c y  in  which e i t h e r  p a r ty  would have to  
produce an e f f e c t i v e  and inform ed c a se  i f  i t  wished to  be s u c c e s s f u l .  For 
th e  B erke leys , to  be m aste r  of th e  fox hounds was now not q u a l i f i c a t i o n  
enough to  be p o l i t i c a l  m aster  o f  th e  borough. As Robert Gammage, r a d i c a l  
and C h a r t i s t ,  argued  in  h i s  e l e c t i o n  a d d re s s  o f  1852:
' a s  t h e r e  was no a r i s t o c r a c y  in  p o in t  of t a l e n t ,  so n e i t h e r  ought
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t h e r e  to  be in  p o l i t ic s* .® ®
With such a s ta te m e n t ,  r a d i c a l s  th roughou t th e  borough (and indeed  th e  
co un try )  were s i g n i f y i n g  th e  end not on ly  o f  B erkeley  c o n t r o l  in  p a r t i c u l a r  
but more g e n e r a l ly  th e  w ider system  of borough-mongering and " i l l e g i t i m a t e "  
a r i s t o c r a t i c  c o n t r o l  l e f t  i n t a c t  by th e  1832 Reform Act.
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T O  T H E
INHABITANTS
O F
. GENTLEMEN, :
A t  s e v e r a l  o f  t h e  l a t e  C a n d id a te s  f o r  y o u r  S u f f r a g e s ,  in  t h e  E v e n t  o f  th e  B i l l  n o w  b e fo r e  
P a r l ia m e n t  p a s s in g  i n t o  a  L a w ,  h a v e  r e s ig n e d  th e ir  P r e t e n s io n s ,  I  h o p e  i t  w i l l  n o t  b e  c o n -  
s i d e r ^  P r e s u m p t io n  i n  W  t o  o S e r J m y a e l f  t o  y o u r  A t t e n t i o n .
:r-^ 'c^ .H ad  I  b e e n  a w a r e  t h a t  t h e  A n t ic ip a t io n  o f  t h e  R e t u r n  o f  a  R e p r e s e n t a t iv e  f o r  t h e  
l * S w i t b f  C h e l t e n h a m  w o u l d  h a v e  o a u s e d .s o  d e t e r m in e d  a  C a n v a s s  a s  is  n o w  g o i n g  f o r w a r d s ,  
fm M m & th re a s  i t  a p p e a r s  t o  m e )  I  s h o u ld  n o t  h a v e  b e e n  s o  b a c k w a r d  in  v e n t u r in g  t o  u r g e  
^ m e K C la im s  t o  y o u r  N o t i c e .  |  •
' T h e  C la im s  w h ic h ,  in  a l l  D e f e r e n c e ,  I  p r e s u m e  t o  l a y  t o  y o u r  C o n s id e r a t io n  a r e ,  m y  
l o n g  residence in  y o u r  im m e d ia t e  N e ig h b o u r h o o d ,  t h e  connexion m y  F a m i l y  have f o r  
G e n e r a t io n s  h e ld  w i t h  y o u r  T o w n ,  a n d  th e  p r iv a t e  I n t e r e s t  w h ic h ,  f r o m  lo c a l  C ir c u m ­
s t a n c e s ,  I  m u s t  n e c e s s a r i ly  p o s s e s s  in  i t s  PROSPERITY*
; ■ M y  P o l i t i c s  a r e  t h o s e  o f  a  C o n s t i t u t io n a l  T o r y ,  e x t e n d i n g ,  h o w e v e r ,  t o  th o s e  l ib e r a l  
P r in c ip le s  w h ic h  h a v e  a d v a n c e d  w ith  t h e  C o u r s e  o f  E v e n t s ,  s o  fa r  a s  t h e y  c a n  w i t h  s a f e t y  b e  
a p p l ie d ,  e ith e r  t o  t h e  r e f o r m in g  o r  t h e  r e m o d e l l in g  o f  t h e  C o n s t i t u t io n .
W it h  th is  D e c la r a t io n ,  i f  t h e  p r e s e n t  B i l l  is  c a r r ie d  th r o u g h  P a r l ia m e n t  w i t h  s u c h  
M o d i f ic a t io n s  o r  A d d i t io n s  a s  I  s h a l l  a p p r o v e ,  I  f e e l  c o n f id e n t  t h a t  m y  A p p e a l  t o  t h e  t h e n  
E l e c t o r s  o f  C h e l t e n h a m  w i l l  n o t  b e  m a d e  in  v a in ,  b u t  t h a t  I  s h a l l ,  b y  th e ir  w i l l i n g  S u f fr a g e » ,  
b e  p la c e d  in  t h e  p r o u d  S i t u a t io n  o f  t h e ir  R e p r e s e n t a t iv e  in  P a r l ia m e n t .
I  remain. Gentlemen,
W i t h  e v e r y  F e e l i n g  o f  R e s p e c t  a n d  A t t a c h m e n t ,
' V
iiY o u r  f a i t h f u l  a n d  o b e d ie n t  S e r v a n t ,  - W #
H. NORWOOD TRYE. " " ill
Lec&bampton C ourt; M a rc h 7 (h , 1831.
s i i M
CuKNiKOOAM and C o. Chronicle Office, P illville Street, Cheltenham. C
I .
;: /  Æ. '-LJt 9
W r, the undersigned Inhabitants, Housclioldcrs ol Cliultenliain, fully aware of the manly 
^^Independence, which you have uniformly evinced upon all Public Occasions,— sensible also of 
|l®  the great zeal which you have always manifested to support the best interests of the Town of 
Cheltenham ;—and, being individually satisfied that no man is better qualified to represent us in 
the great Council of the Nation, do hereby request you, in the event of the Legislature extending
Ëi the Elective Franchise to Cheltenham, to oiler y ourself as a Candidate for its Representation. 3 Should you accede to this our request, we pledge ourselves, collectively and individually, to use 
our best exertions to return you to Parliament, being conscious that we cannot better show the 
^  due sense we entertain of the Boon intended to be granted us, than by electing a man whose 
& public and private worth is so well known by a long residence amongst us.
March 5th, 1831.
above Rcnuigiliun, subsci ilie.l l>y a most resparlalde number of l i i l i a b i la i i t  IlouselioWcrs 
of CheUcnlmiii, was presented to Mr. Gray, to wliicli lie returned the following answer:—
S r j P i ' l e i H f #  m i d  T o t v s i s m e a ,
e.v Your R cju is it ion  is vow before vie— 1  am at a loss f o r  words adequately to e.rprcss m y feel ings
' ^ ^ M w f e i g n e d .  T o  f ind  after  a Residence o f  twenty-seven years amongst you, that my humble efiorts  in the cause o f  C ivil  and  
^^^^^Jieligious L iber ty ,  o f  R eform  in our. Parl iam entary  Representation, and  o f  a Revision and Retrenchment o f  the P ubl ic  
Expenditure  have not been thouqht n h o f h ,  u n w o r t h y  i f  public r r g a r d ; - - to  f ind that the triumph o f  those liberal principles o f
# '  domwNc Oorc, imifin, /n r  irAi'cA /  /tcrc O, inÿ n&iViVy inrnriVtfV,/ f/,ron//A ^nt„f nnif enV rrfoiV, nnit fo fAe Mcri/fcc
own personal interests, has been at length permanently  rs ta b l! sh c d ; - to  f ind  that, in raising my voice in their support, I  
ffmOiAntrtf inff m ifrlnnnrt/, A^c L'/crftre /.'rnncAijr, nAicA inVJ nmr roon nnnncM tc (Ac
populous town o f  Cheltenham f  r o m  the number o f  the unrepresented ; to have been selected by you, as being deemed worthy o f  
■ t h e  d i s t i r g u i s h e d  honour o f  becoming the first Rcprcsrutativc o f  your f r e e  choice, and o f  being made the instrument xn your  
hands o f  giving an example oj the p u r i ty  of Election.
These considerations afford so many f a i r  and legitimate causes o f  self-congratulation and exultation, that I  may be 
allowed frcelv  to indulge in them without the reproach o f  vanity , although 1 tnvst not be permitted J  urtlicr to reap the f r u i t s  o f  
y o u r  prof)vi t-d kindncis.
V nder the impression o f  such f d i i u j s ,  .1 should not f o r  a single moment have hesitated to accept your f ia tter ing  invitation,  
A onrc ,0 gratifying and honourable to m e - i f  imperious necessity d id  not compel me most reluctantly  to decline it. The more
^ ' 7 consider the many disadvantages attendant on that privation, with which i t  has pleased the A lm ighty  disposer o f  events
f e  V u  „Uit me, and which your p ar t ia l i ty  has induced you greatly  to underrate,  the more deeply is my mind impressed with the appre-  
-hension oi the mam, practical inconveniences and difficulties, which would be opposed to the f a i th fu l  and effectual performance o f  
ÿ '  i^ iA e  duties o f  the trust,  which your kindness would delegate to me. I  f e e l  that it  would he impossible fo r  me, even at the to tal d isre-  
every personal consideration, to surmount those difficulties and to discharge those duties in a manner, which would be 
M p f a t i ^ c t o r y  'either to you or to myself. Rnthing short o f  a conscientious conviction o f  this incapacity on m y p a r t  could have fo r c e d  
i f  ti» to come to a resolution so painful  to my feelings; but with that conviction on m y mind, to delay the f r a n k  avowal o f  i t ,  wouldbc  
P ‘ ; *in act o f  gross injustice towards you, and but an iU return f o r  your esteemed favour,  which will  never cease to be remembered,
; with the sincerest gratitude, by
\ Your very fa i th f u l  and  i espectful Servant,
f  S 1S3I. T .  C 4B SA  5T.
1
.1. IT n tllf  v .  P i i i i tL V , .Tournai O fT ico , C l i e l t e n h a m .
TO TH E
O F  T H E
Town of Clielteiiliaiii.
Î--
-'r: :
i I' -
C f e n t l e m e n y
I  congratulate you, most sincerely and 
respectfully, on time prolm&mlmlllty nlmlclm noir exists of your 
sending a H ep t'e sen ta tive  to  th e  Coistmona Mtouac o f  P a r -  
f t i a m e n t  of l*»ls Kingdom. It Is a privilege to wlilclt the 
importance of your Ton n and Its Population fully entitle 
you. Should the present measure for this purpose he carried 
into effect, It Is my Intention to oiler myself as a C a n d td a te  
for the honour of representing you, and should 1 he so fortu­
nate as to succeed, I  can with truth assure you, that to no one 
will I  yield In the indefatigahle discharge of my duty towards 
you, and In my vigilance and zeal to promote your Interests 
In Parliament.
I have the Honour to he,
f ü l S N I T I i l ü I l I E N r ,
Pour devoted and faithful Servant,
C r a t e N F .  B e r k e l e y .
CheUenhant^ JfKarch 7fth 1831-
J . J . H ad ley , P rin ter ,'Jou rn a l O ffice , C h e lten h a m .
i
T O  T H E  ,
OF
CHELTENHAM.
G E N T L E M E N ,  .
T h e  Abstinence ivhich I  had pre|
scr no
ted to me, and I  venture re
■ ■ ' X
r#i
L yto solicit 
in  the Event 
being extended to this JTowii.
I have the Honour to be, 
G e n t l e m e n ,
Your faithful and obedient Servant,
W ILLIAM  P A Y N .
RODNEY LODGE, 6th M a r c h , 1831.
C U N N IN G H A M  »nd C o. Cbioniclo O ffice, riU fillo Street, C helleebem .
4 .
' ,
T O  T H E
*■ INHABITANTS
O F
I  O B S E R T B  i n  t h e  Journal o f  Y e s t e r d a y ,  t h a t  t h e  H o n . C r a t e n  F .  B e r k e l e y  
h a s  p u h l i e l y  a n n o u n c ^ l  h i s  I n t e n t i o n  t o  b e c o m e  a  C a n d i d a t e  f o r  y o u r  S u f f r a g e s ,  
s h o u l d  t h e  E l e c t i v e  F r a n c h i s e  h e  e x t e n d e d  t o  C h e l t e n h a m .
»  ^  -
W h e n  I  c o n s i d e r  h o w  m u c h  t h i s  T o w n  i s  i n d e b t e d  t o  t h e  L i b e r a l i t y  o f  a
d i s t i n g u i s h e d  M e m b e r  o f  h i s  F a m i l y ,  I  f e e l  h e  h a s  ^  s t r o n g  C l a i m  o n  o u r  
G r a t i t u d e  ; a n d  I  a m  o f  O p i n i o n  t h a t  I  c a n n o t  b e t t e r  s e r v e  o u r  g e n e r a l  I n t e r e s t s ,  
t h a n  b y  r e s i g n i n g  a n y  P r e t e n s i o n s  I  m i g h t  o t h e r w i s e  h a v e  h a d  t o  t h e  H o n o u r  o f  
b e i n g  y o u r  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  i n  P a r l i a m e n t .
I  t r u s t ,  t h a t  i n  t h u s  t e n d e r i n g  m y  R e s i g n a t i o n ,  I  s h a l l  m e r i t  y o u r  A p p r o v a l  ; 
a n d  i f  I  t a k e  P e r m i s s i o n  t o  s o l i c i t  a  R e t r o s p e c t  o f  m y  p a s t  C o n d u c t  t h r o u g h  L i f e ,  
I  t h i n k  I  m a y ,  w i t h o u t  m u c h  I m p u t a t i o n  o f  V a n i t y ,  v e n t u r e  t o  i n d u l g e  t h e  H o p e ,  
t h a t  t h i s  I n s t a n c e  m a y  h e  d e e m e d  a n  a d d i t i o n a l  P r o o f  o f  m y  h u m b l e  E n d e a v o u r s  
t o  p r e s e r v e  t h e  P e a c e  a n d  p r o m o t e  t h e  P r o s p e r i t y  o f  m y  F e l l o w  T o w n s m e n .  '
I  c a n n o t  b u t  e m b r a c e  t h i s  O p p o r t u n i t y  t o  c o n v e y  m y  s i n c e r e  T h a n k s  t o  
t h o s e  n u m e r o u s  F r i e n d s  w h o  h a v e  s o  k i n d l y  o f f e r e d  m e  t h e i r  S u p p o r t ,  a n d  t o  
a s s u r e  t h e m ,  t h a t  i t  w i l l  b e  e q u a l l y  m y  D u t y  a s  m y . P r i d e  t o  p r e s e r v e  t l i e i r  
g o o d  O p i n i o n .
I H A V E  T H E  HONOUR TO BE,
G E N T L E M E N ,
YO UR O B L IG E D  A N D ’ F A I T H F U L  S E R V A N T ,
JO H N  G ARDNER.
H i g h  S t r e e t ,  M a rch  Bih, 1831.
F  CuxNiNGHAM and Co. Chronicle O flice, K llv ille  Street, Cheltenham.
» ■ ? . « *
# # # : '
?:»■•■■> «  ■ V  ■
ï ï S f f ■ ^ m : ^ y r ■ : ■ ^  ■ ■ , ' ■■EAimESTIiiriREQUESTED
T O
W ITHItOIJO
T h e  P r o m i s é k o f  t h e i / p  T % t e s
: TYMTÎT.  ^ : -r
 ^ THE HONOURABLE
Craven F. «crkelev
A NUMEROUS BODY OP THEIR
Fellow Townsmen
FORMING
A  C O M M I T T E E  i n  h i s  F a v o u r ,
Have au Opportunity of personally 
soliciting the Honour of their Suf­
frages, to enable him to heconie their 
Representative in Parliament, in the 
Event of the E l e c t i v e  F r a n c h i s e  
being extended to this Town.
C H E L T E N H A M  ; lO U i  M a r c h ,  1 8 3 1 .
c .
CheltenhamEilection
Gentlemen and Fellow Townsmen^
APPREHENSIVE that Q iiiore prolonged silence on my 
part might be construed into a want of détermination to pursue the 
object of my late short Address, I have deemed it reasonable that you 
should expect from me a renewal of my declaration to offer myself to 
your notice, and an explicit avowal o f the motives which influence, 
that Appeal, as well as a profession o f the public principles jupon 
which I ground my pretensions to your co-operation and support.
HJy motives, then, are mainly influenced by a sincere and ardent 
desire to contribute my humble efforts to promote the happiness, 
political views, and welfare of a Town, where I Inne for some years 
been on terms of amity and good will with all its Inhabitants, and 
towards whom 1 look forward with proud confidence and anxious 
hope, that through the medium of their favour and support, ] shall 
he enabled further to extend, cement, and improve those sentiments 
of attachment, if placed in the enviable station of their Representa­
tive in Parliament, whereby I shall he enabled to avail myself o f more 
frecpient and substantial grounds of proving the kind feelings which 
unite me to them, and to their interests.
W ith  respect to my political principles, I have only to observe, 
that they are in entire and perfect unison w itli those opinions, already 
fio ably and fully expressed by his Majesty’s present Ministers, and 
that I consider the Reform which they contemplate, as essentially and 
imperiously reipiired for the due representation of your rights, anil the 
honour and dignity of the Crown.
Business of considerable importance called me away from Chel­
tenham at the moment 1 first offered myself to your notice, before f  
had an opportunity of paying my respects to you individually, hut so 
soon as the B ill shall have passed into a Law, I shall not he want­
ing In evincing the same zeal to solicit your suffrages, that (if I should 
he fortunate enough to become your 31 ember) 1 shall alw ays ho ready 
and w illing to exert for your prosperity.
As I  consider the House of Commons expressly organized for the 
purpose of conveying the faithful and unbiassed wishes of the People, 
1 shall therefore pursue no undue means of acfpiiring or influencing 
your Votes, as I consider that such a line of proceeding would directly 
militate n o t  only against the principles I profess, but also against the 
provisions of that very Law which 1 trust will give you your R epre­
s e n t a t iv e  rights.
1 have the honour to he,
Gentlemen,
Y our most obedient humble Servant,
G age  J ohn  H a l l .
Sachtiille Street, London, Lient.-Generah
^ p r il  9th, 1 8 3 1 .
J . J .  Hadley, Printer, Journal Office, Cheltenham.
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IN H A B IT A N T S
O F
PW
CHELTENHAM.
G e n t l e m e n ,
Accomptiiiied hy a Friend, (Mr. W a ll )  
I had an interview this morning with a most re­
spectable Gentleman, Mr. D ow ih ck , of Oxford 
Parade, and with his permission I beg leave to 
state, that he expressed himself much surprised at 
Major P a y n ’s disavowal of big being the Author or 
Propagator of the scandalous Report respecting my 
Religious Tenets ; and added, that when Major 
P ayn  canvassed him (Mr. D o w r ic k ,)  he (Major 
P a y n )  expressed himself in the following terms, at 
the same time laying his hand impressively on Mr. 
D o w r ic k ’s arm :—“ Surely you will not send to 
“ Parliament, an Atheist and an Infidel, w hich I 
“ KNOW  Mr. Craven Berkeley to be !! !”
After what has passed between Major P ayn  
and myself, I shall make no comment on the above, 
but leave it to that portion of the public w ho may 
hitherto have entertained any doubt on the subject, 
to decide what degree of credit can now be due to 
Major P a y n ’s reiterated disavowal of not being the 
Propagator of any Report injurious to my Cha­
racter. I am,
G EN TLEM EN ,
Your devoted and faithful Servant,
C r a v e n  F .  B e r k e l e y .
April 19th, 1831.
-  " ■ — I " g " "     II ’ .A..! J i  IJ  ' "
J .  J .  Hadley, Printer, Journal Office, Cheltenham.
TO THE
IN H A B IT A N T S
O F T H E
Town of Chèltenhmn.
GENTLEM EN,
T H E  O b j e c t  o f  t h e  R E F O R M  B I L L  h a v i n g  b e e n  
d e f e a t e d ,  C H E L T E N H A M  w i l l ,  f o r  t h e  P r e s e n t ,  c o n ­
t i n u e  d e p r i v e d  o f  t h a t  P r i v i l e g e  t o  w h i c h  s h e  i s  s o  j u s t l y  
e n t i t l e d ;  n a m e l y ,  o f  r e t u r n i n g  a  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  t o  P a r ­
l i a m e n t .  N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  G e n t l e m e n ,  I  f e e l  c o n f i d e n t  t h a t  
t h e  D a y  i s  n o t  f a r  d i s t a n t ,  w h e i i  t h e  T r i u m p h  o f  C O N ­
S T I T U T I O N A L  F R E E D O M  m u s t  b e  a c c o m p l i s h e d ,  
a n d  t h e  E L E C T I V E  F R A N C H I S E  b e  e x t e n d e d  t o  
t h i s  h i g h l y  f a v o u r e d  T o w n ,
I t  t h e r e f o r e  o n l y  r e m a i n s  f o r  m e  t o  r e t u r n  y o u  m y  
m o s t  s i n c e r e  T h a n k s  f o r  t h e  l i b e r a l  S u p p o r t  w h i c h  I  
e x p e r i e n c e d  f r o m  a l l  Q u a r t e r s  d u r i n g  m y  l a t e  C a n v a s s  ; 
a n d  I  b e g  t o  a s s u r e  y o u ,  t h a t  w h e n  t h e  d e s i r e d  O b j e c t  
s h a l l  b e  a t t a i n e d ,  I  w i l l  a g a i n  d o  m y s e l f  t h e  H o n o u r  t o  
p a y  m y  R e s p e c t s  t o  y o u  i n d i v i d u a l l y  ; u n t i l  w h i c h  T i m e ,  
I  r e l y  w i t h  t h e  m o s t  u n h o u n d e d  C o n f i d e n c e  o n  t h e  v a l u a b l e  
P l e d g e s  I  h a v e  r e c e i v e d .
B e l i e v e  m e  t o  r e m a in ,
V  '
GENTLEM EN,
Y o u r  d e v o t e d  a n d  f a i t h f u l  S e r v a n t ,
C R A V E N  F .  B E R K E L E Y .
G e r m a n  C o t t a g e  ; 25/A, 1831. • * Ÿ
CORMiNOtUU ind Co. ChronW# OBee, PitUill* Slrtel, Cheltcnh.m.
r - W i l l i a m  t h e  M e l o ^ e € L .
Y H E  paternal voice o f E ngland’s patriotic K in g , m ils upon his;jfo;;/c to u p h o l d  the prerogative  
oJ the CrowTit a i tdpie ir  oivn inhfrenl JZights,—nay, their very existence as a A a/io«, through 
the constitutional ÀelecUoj^ôf B epresentatives o f nbilifics and principles, sutTicicntly com m anding 
and stediast, to  of tranquillity , hy crushing at oner, tho infuriated conspiracy
of tyrannical
OTerwhclininé^ resounds th roughout the Em pire, and scatters dismay into
the very i iF .A i iT  o f t l ^ ^ ^ ^ r c E y  I  ! L e t every B riton  instan tly  heslir himself. L e t e a c h — devote 
himself—h a n d — head—hea rt—to ensure the retu rn  o f uncompromising Champions o f hia B igh ts, 
and of such ALONE. L e t s t r i c t e s t  scrutiny be established throughout the  Em pire, into the  
political principles o f ever) C andidate tor the  approaching B epresentation .—L et those o f each 
C andidate, he thoroughly, he im partially sifled. L e t no regard  he paid in this g rea t national 
em ergency,either to private friendship or to private w orth ; hut, le t the spontaneous rejection of every 
C andidate, who shall not solemnly B IN D  him self to the entire, to the nnrquirocal support o f  the 
whole of L ord Jo h n  Bussell’s B ill, he marked w ith the contumelious indignation o f a longoutrnged  
people ! Y es,—unprepossessed hy hope,—unawcd hy fear, le t e v e u y  B i u t o n  hcstir him sclfin  tho 
arduous scrutiny, as though on his own s i n g l e  decision depended the fate o f his Country I Arduous, 
—ro o rd —indeed, is tho task ,— since on its result rest the future alternatives o f P e a c e  & P l e n t y ,  
o r o f Chains and Famine ! ! Insidious—desperate—foul—arc the m achinations o f tho O ligarchial
C onspirators 1 L et the energetic vigilance of PATKIOTISM m eet them a t every to rn—scan them 
•' th rough  every faw ning protestation—and circumvent the ir every hypocritical suhlerfngc; th a t tho 
^  combined energies o f a  magnanimous patriotic M onarch, and his aflect ionatc patrio tic People , may, 
i  • th ro n g h  a  glorious B E F O B M , disperse them , as the  Sun dispels vapours, n« dark  and noxious as 
'th e i r  fram ers own im aginations.
m m  A ,
Printer, eltr James^sBtréet
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Reform of Paiiiameiit.
T O /^ÎE
INDEPBN DENT INHABITANTS
01 '
CHELTENHAM.
T iir  MiniilcrH liavc rr.lecm rd tlieir plcdcc, nnJ am iounrcd the most satisfnrtorj- and drsiraMo measure ( ifa p rn rlira l,rm , ieiit, 
end eateiisire Ifcfonn of I'arliam eiit. ChcUeul.ani is nom inated to return Ovp M tM ern , should that m easure he hroupM  to a 
Klorioiis end successlul eonsummation. In the full expectation, therefore, of this town parlieipatinp in the political councils of the 
K njpirr. it is onr dtifv to tnkr into Imiurdi.itf» niid delibcrnte roosiderntion, what ronrsc of conduct will bf expected of us, and 
cxpcdiriit for us to ntinpt, as loyal suhjf'cts o f the K ing—supporters of his G orrrnm ent, and friends of our Country. I t  is for us, 
with the eves of nil these three upon us, to deliberate how we may best dispose of this boon, to be granted to us iipou the 
■nd for the purpose of K efonn; and whether in that disposal, it  be not imperative upon ns to adhere consistently to th# whole 
tneaningand spirit uf Kefonu in word and in deed.
A ssum inR llM iriu  ll. nliain, since Ihe lapse o f m ore than * century, after many and duhious_ Ticissitude, k '- 'T ' : ' , . ' ' "
in the coiinlrv.
m ake the object o f (heir choice,
W c suhniil, « hetlicr in rceighing the cwential qualiBcationi of C andidate,, the following among others ought not to he deemed 
principal points for their consideration?
and depart from the meaning and practice of our prnfeMions? 
wishes ol his Constituents!
aell, as an iiitinM .'d  pari j , o f the dépendance which necessarily attaches to his situation!
W hell.er ilM  , whoever he may he. how ever fair his professions, or coiisidcrahle his capacities, who is a stranger, not periiia- 
nentlv residing a m o n g s t ,  nor know n to us, ought not to ho considered ineligihle !
unworthily nt the boon which has been tried for and won by others . 
tr&tion of others ?
three nords-W IT H H O L D  YOUR PPO M ISES.
C e r ta in  I tu tc p e n fle n t JFcttotr^li^otrnsmcn%
i .  J.  Hadley, Printer, Journal Office, Cheltenham.
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T H E
SONG of LIBERTY
a d d r e s s e d  t o
n r i i e  S ^ l e c l o B * S i  o f  C l i e l i C H l i a i i B ,
I n  t h e  d a r k  f r o w n i n g  s k y ,  o n  t h e  b a n k s  o f  t h e  C h e l t ,
S e e  t h e  d a y - d a w n  o f  l i b e r t y  r i s e  ;
^ V l i i l e  c o n q u e r ’d  C o r r u p t i o n  s l i n k s  o t f  w i t h  a  g r o a n ,
A n d  b e f o r e  I n d e p e n d e n c e ’s  a d a m a n t  t h r o n e  
T l i e  d æ m o n  C o e r c i o n  f a s t  H ie s .
R e a r  t h e  s t a n d a r d  a l o f t ,  l e t  i t  p i e r c e  t h e  h i g h  h e a v ’n ,
T h a t  t h e  p e o p l e  s u r r o u n d i n g  m a y  s e e  
T h a t  t h e  p o o r ,  t h e  d e s p i s e d ,  h a v e  t h e  p o w e r  t o  r e s i s t .
A n d  l i f t i n g  o n  h i g h  t h e  u n m a n a c l e d  w r i s t .
T h a t  t h e y  d a r e  t o  b e  u p r i g h t  a n d  f r e e .
T h o u g h  O p p r e s s i o n  m a y  c u r b  y e ,  a n d  r a i s e  i n  y o u r  b r e a s t s  
T h e  i n d i g n a n t  e m o t i o n  a w h i l e .
Y e t  s o o n  e a c h  w i l l  l a y  h i s  f r e e  h a n d  o n  h i s  h e a r t .
A n d  s a y — “  I  h a v e  a c t e d  a n  E n g l i s h m a n ’s  p a r t , ”
A n d  l o o k  o n  t h e  p a s t  w i t h  a  s m i l e .
B u t ,  o h  ! f o r  t h e  c r e w  w h o  w i l l  c r o u c h  t o  r e c e i v e  
T h e  p r o u d  f o o t  o f  P o w e r  o n  t h e i r  n e c k s  ;
L e t  t h e m  k n o w ,  a s  t h e y  p o u r  d o w n  t h e  w a g e s  o f  s c o r n  
T h e y  a r e  f o r g in g  t h e  c h a i n s  w h i c h  t h e i r  b a b e s  y e t  u n b o r n  
W i l l  e n s l a v e  a n d  e t e r n a l l y  v e x .
T e l l  t h e m  t o o ,  t h a t  t h e i r  f o r e f a t h e r s  b l e d  t o  s e c u r e  
T o  t h e  p o o r  a n d  t h e  v i r t u o u s  m a n ,
T h o s e  n o b l e s t  o f  r i g h t s  w h i c h  t h e y  t h u s  b a r t e r  d o w n .
A n d  t h e n  l e t  t h e m  t r y  t h o s e  r e f l e c t i o n s  t o  d r o w n .
A n d  t h e n  l e t  t h e m  l a u g h  i f  t h e y  c a n .
B u t  f o r  y o u ,  m y  b r a v e  b r e t h r e n ,  w h o  s p u r n  a t  t h e  b r i b e .  
A n d  t h e  t h r e a t  w i t h  d e f i a n c e  s t i l l  m e e t .
B e  y e  f i r m ,  a n d  l e t  n o t h i n g  y o u r  t r i u m p h  d e c r e a s e ,
B u t  m a r c h  b y  t h e  b a n n e r s  o f  O r d e r  a n d  P e a c e  
T o  t h e  o l i v e - c r o w n ’d  V i c t o r y ’s  s e a t .
T . W lUef, P rlu ter, 8 1 0 , l l i jh  S treet, CheltenUam.
a.
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J u o y a l  and P atrio tic
RefbriiiAssociation
“ 5jJvo a i t s  c t jF o c ië .”
.. a ;  y .
F r ie n d s  a n d  F e llo w  T ou ^ ^ pien ,
W H E N  our Association com me need its labours, 
its chief promoters were aware of the restless machinations of tiiose who were inimical 
to the Rights and Liberties of their Country; but they did not deem that those machi­
nations would so soon have proved successful. ' • >
T he Crisis is now arrived ; an Administration combining the highest talent, with . 
the most unflinching honesty,— possessed o f dhe entire confidence, and entitled to the 
deepest gratitude of their Countrymen^ has been defeated in its attempt to bestow upon 
" th e  People of Lngland the inestimable gift of a full and adccpiate Representation. The  
reins of Government are again about to be consigned to the hands of men whom 
believe to be unfriendly to the concession of owv ju st RUjhls —^ of men, underwhose ^
îMcendency the Country has been involved in uiiAecegsary wars,— incurred an in to le r a b ly  
B ^ @ a n d  had it not been for the unslumb^*"' \es of Freemen w ould Jjave-been
I t  IS truelliat the Tory Party ytioA ^uÆives^Xo be the F r ie n d s #  Fat '
Jiamehtary Reform ,— of the Liberty of jf Economy and Retrenchment
but we charge them Yvith Political Duplicity, .r e  say that'their professions are belied, 
by every public record of the Country,;. Not to advert to other points, we appealbnthe  
R eform Question to their Votes Ih r e j e c t  to the disfranchisement of G iampound and 
East-Rctford ;— e ask which o f’ thcm ever gave a vote in favor of the motion which f  ..
/L ord John Russell Year after yearlso fruitlessly brought before the House of Comr 
mons? 
that 
posit i(
the cnnduct of the men who, \\\ii\ep^pjessiiig  to yield to tlie voice of public opinion, 
insidiously supported the second readihg of the Rill, and then in the very first debate 
on its provisions, turned round— betra^^^^and defeated us.
Fellow Toivnsmen,— fhe tim ef^^brtie when individual ytIio values the
prosperity of England must Oct for h : h # ) # ^ n d  act with energy. W e call upon you 
to embody your strength. Already; haM olf^sspciation  met with the most encourag­
ing support;— it numbers amongst its ftfS#bers Peers and Commoners, o f the high­
est respectability,— hut Yve seek, we cdnlRdeblly look forward to the support of every 
independent Householder and Freeholdeÿin Our Town and its Neighbourhood. Our 
object is simple and clearly defined. T he Metribers of our Association Yvill yield to none 
in respect for the Laws— and in attachment to the Institutions of their Country;— but 
satisfied that the future ivell-gOYeminent of England imperatively demands that the 
People should again be admitted (through the medium of a Reformed Parliament) to an 
adequate share in the management of the affairs of their native land,— our associated 
Members stand pledged to use every coustitutionaf means for effecting that object— and 
will never cease their efforts till it shall be triumphantly accomplished.
Your worthy Churchwardens have ap p oh^ d  a PuB L lc M eeting  for the purpose 
of considering the propriety o f addressing th e ^ h M h e  and Petitioning the H ouse o f  
Commons, for M O N D A Y  NI2XT, and we n o ti^ jj^ ^ fid en tly  rely on the attendance of C
every Member of our Association, but that Town and neighbourhood will i )
join in the expressions of regret at the defeat o^ l ^ p RefOrm R ill, and the Resignation t (
o f the late Ministers, Yvhich is now heard from Britain to the other. r * •
 I h #B y  order o f  thp^
T. Gll^^i^Vice-Presideiit.
CheU«nb.m,M.j IKK, 1832.
i . -• <
TO TUn
Independent Electors
or
CHELTENHAM.
GENTLEMUxN,
»
I beg to olfcr you my sincerest congratulations 
on the privilege of Representation in tlie ('oninions House o f Par­
liament, which I hope and believe the Royal Assent to the English  
Reform Bill will, in a very few days, secure to you. An anxious 
desire to prevent the slightest degree of unnecessary agitation or 
excitement in your Town, has alone hitherto prevented me from 
any public expression of the sanguine and long cherished hope I  
entertain, of filling the high and honourable situation of your Repre­
sentative in Parliament. The stage at which the Reform B ill has 
now arrived, calls upon me again to tender the offer of my zealous, 
honest, and unbiassed services. M y political sentiments are too 
well known to need a detailed repetition of them; but I should 
neither do justice to you nor to myself, if I did not briefly renew  
the declaration of my firm attachment to the sacred principles of  
C IV IL  and R E L IG IO U S  L IB E R T Y , and of my determination 
to support all such measures of r e t r e n c h m e n t  ami e c o n o m y ,, as 
may be consistent with the maintenance of r u u l ic  e a it ii , and o f the 
p u b l ic  s e r v ic e .
I have only to add, that so soon as the Bill shall become the 
Law of the Land, it is my intention to commence a personal Canvass, 
the result of which, on a former occasion, proved so highly gratifying 
to my proudest wishes, and which will, I flatter myself, on the ap­
proaching occasion, fully confirm my hopes of acquiring the high 
distinction to which I  aspire.
I  h a v e  ( l i e  h o n o u r  t o  b e ,
GENTLEMEN,
Y o u r  m o s t  o b e d i e n t  a n d  d e v o t e d  S e r v a n t ,
CRAVEN F. BERKELEY.
J u n e ,  1B32.
(CUNNINGHAM and Co. Chroniclc Office, PittTille Street.)
Jh .
T H E
# r à ^ h
G iS X T L E U E H ,Vh' - . ,.,,
^ A r T B B 'n e a r ly  tw o ^ycars have been  
- ^ B n t o n s ,  now  Imnpilv confirmed to } u ljb É ^ ii i^  
l^^i^eriod a M ajority o f  nine-tenths o f  ih^^Abàt^i 
ti4 Hin. CRAVEN F.
b r ib e r y ,  or any other unworthy M p ü y ^ i^ % ^ j |« d ^ ^ % p te d  by
^ ^ fe fth e ir 'ch o ice  was a firm su p p orW r?jA ^ eg& r^  t h e _____v..w » ..» « ,,o ..v «  w.
C oiutitution .— I say—after k n o t ^ ^ i O n è ^ h f ^  E lectors o f  th is B orough  had so  reposed  w e ir
H ^ oonfidence, ju d g e  o f  my astonishm ent that another C andidate— a Stranger, for-
^'endeavouring to obtain the R igh ts o f  F reem en and  
^CHARTA, the R E F O R M  B IL L , and during w h ich  
>!he|tenham have, o f  their ow n free w ill and accord, 
t ^ e s ,  uninduenced :by T hreats, undue P ersuasion , 
poipted by their honest conviction  that ..the C andidate  
o f the P eop le , and^ o f  the unim paired InteCTitv o f
& fO o th  Il;had m ade his appearance in ftliq i^ ^w j 
B h ie  return to Parliam ent. '
bsplutely proceeded  to so lic it your V otes in  favour o f
g # S : : -  A i m : " : '
g o o d  G overnm ent, to him— n M a n  not ktu>wn a t  n l l | ^ i d  th a t at the beck and call o f a Tory c/igwe, In  the
Lfor a price ; or as the ser- 
for th e  groveU ing purposes  
been pu ld lshed ,— Is it p os-
^  , - -- -  , -- „ -------  . .  more presum ing insultf ihnn to
d epend  on your D ishonour, on pou r T re a c h è tp 0 o rh ü 7 S m ^  Surely , none but the base w ould  su sp ect
. « g .t u r p k u d o  o f  conduct in 5 : ..
W t o r v ' T O U T »  ¥ ?  r» t :» %- ! t *    * j l f  * __________  >1 I*  * ,  .  .  # r  iFnEEMEN ! It behoves you to  reject w ithj scorn the solicitations o f a man w ho can suppose
çommit,^(^S^ut». t^g^ him^ y@&kWIWntest^^
m m
j   ------------- —  i u u ” u i .  H g j i i i i a i  a u  i ^ u i u r i u  J B O O  0 6 6 0  e v e r  C O O -  ..
i C U ô u s  for Its Conservative care o f  P p h t ic M f^ o jr ^ # ^ h M  w orst abuses o f  the ÎStatel M Io oiT ersyou  l f  
^ f  Mlatiimmbip with whom m ore in my n ex t A ddress ; ,an d  C
W afthnu]^  h is Fam ily have been am ongst th%Æ0»t conëpi%i%s:ahd bitter opponents o f  the G reat M easure, ke ndw  '
I the honour o f representing you ih lp aH ii& m en tftk iU gh #^  but a few  m onthsisince, w ould n ot have  
ed  one o f you the valuable p riv ilege ,o f a(Vote.>^"iV>i«3r'' % ^
f  f  v  ‘ , L lcctiou  w ould indeed be an honour to him, but foul dishonour to you I Believe not, iny F riends,
honourable man can have any such intention .-r-B elieve not that his Party can suppose you capable o f  
^ (a c t in g  so basely. I f  they know you— they know  the truth, honesty, and patriotism o f  your character, and as- 
 ^  ^ suppose them  so far stUltihctl, to  çreilit the possibility o f  their hoping for su ccess .
B u t what, in that case, can be their m otiveT  I  sadly fear it is to be traced  to the w orst fee lin g s o f  th e  
heart— to disnpnointed am bition, and to à Spirit o f  revenge for the defeat, by the good  sense and d e- 
f îte r m in e d  spirit of.the P eo p le , o f  their,m achinations to  perpetuate the thraldom  o f the C ountry .‘ A nd finding ! 
f  s adopt no other m eans at present; for' the gratiiicat|pnj^of their m alignity— they have resolved  to  d is- ••
%  - peace o f  the T ow n, and d esti^ y:the'bn rm ony> f iUljsociety, by subjecting both to ^ le fierce ran cou r ./
ft ?  contested  E lection . N o  other profit or reward can they possib ly  reap from their m edd ling  and m isch ievous  
labours! L et m e urge you , therelore^ tte  ^  in its^birth tliîËt^ trial o f  your p u b lia -virtue, th is
*GHoW t o w n s m e ÿ ^ 0 M  is n ot one base enough  to vote for  th e  \  \  '
. ^gantly présum é  that there are a large%pn^er{df^sûch Dérsona in C heltenham , a tow n w hich has ever Keen dlslin» i  - -i. 
•^^uished  bÿ^its character for politiètiB^dé
im ^M jPilhchpe s s i  lt ,  t  i  às  t e e  isüa^^'^i' ii-
•ries for^the tihamiable purpose b f annoying their ^ K -  "'t
c n c b n h t e r <  « l .»  a n a l  t »
li-n
1
T O  T H E
CHBLTENHAM.
OU upon
lîamass. which has«
HEIR PR O M lSEsIP^r :
I shall have the Pleasure of renew- &
ng my Canvass on Monday Morning.
' ' ' ’ ■ - . ■ ■- - ... ■ ■' '
I  have the Honour to be,
GENTLEMEN,
Your faithful and obedient Servant,
C»RA
CpMMiTTBE R oom , 0, C o l o n n a d e ;
Saiurdat/y Nov, nth, 1832.
C U N N IN G H A M  and Co. Chronicle Office, Cheltenham.
i C . /
aI ’lio R E V . M R . C L O S E  in reply to the Letter o f Mr. E V A N S  sfu’s— “ I am 
“ thus acciilentnlly hrougiit into connection with the parties to which you allude, but 1 still hold 
“ m yself perfectly independent o f all the Political Parties into which this Parish is so unhappily 
“ divided.^'
How  does this consist with the f a c t  that the S ignature  0/ Mr. Close was ainoiigst the f ir s t  
o f  those affixed to the Jicgnisition to the Honorable Mr. Ryder, and also w ith  another fa c t  that 
Mr. Close had been f o r  some tim e in correspondence w ith  Captain Gordon on the subject o f  h it 
offering h im self as a C andidate f o r  this B orough ?
This is a strange mode o f keeping aloof from all Political Parties. To Mr. Close, in his 
proper place and office, I am most ready to pay all due respect, nor do I now dispute his right 
o f interference in the turmoil o f Politics, but all will, I think, sincerely lament the act, who wish 
well either to the Church Establishment, or to his individual Ministry. They will regret, tliat he 
has at the E leventh  H our  espoused a cause which at this late season can only be crowned with 
success, hv a direct breach o f  M o ra l and R elig ious obligations : and, that he has cast in his lot 
amongst those, who are day by day, running up and down the streets to in tim idate and induce by 
other undue infiucnce, tlie Tradesmen o f  this Town, to violate their prom ises to tlie Honorable 
Captain B e r k e l e y . !
The Rev. Gentleman has at the same time afforded to his F lock a rare example o f  humility 
and Christian Charity, in thus coalescing with those very persons who have applauded, and feasted 
and cried up to the very skies, tlie itinerant advocate o f Slavery, who publicly before a large 
assembly o f his Parishioners, and afterwards in print, denounced him, as having given 'utterance to
w ilfu l misrepresentation and u n tru th ;  and who also laid at his door, the charge o f Cant and
H ypocrisy .
A gain, M r. C l o s e  avows that his support o f  Mr. R y d e r  is almost w holly based upon his 
approbation o f  his religious principles. I s  i t  then consistent w ith  R eligious P rin c ijd e  f o r  a 
Candidate a fter  receiving fro m  a Voter a positive  assurance, that he has prom ised his Vote, to 
another person, to press that V oter either to transfer his Vote to himself, or a t least, not to fu lf il  
the prom ise made to his opponent ?
Is it even consistent with Religions Principle tliathe should snfler his Friends to do so in his 
presence, or with his connivance or knowledge. ' The8e_Queries may furpish_,raattçr for ^oubt and 
disputation to Sophists and Casuists ; for mysélf, who am but a plain M an, 1 cannot help thinking 
that he, who asks another to break his promise, will not scruple to break his own whenever it may 
suit his purpose, and he at once forfeits all pretension to high moral and religious principle. .
What do we read in the 15th Psalm , on the subject o f keeping Prom ises!!!
“ Lord, who shall dwell in thy Tabernacle? or who shall rest upon thy
H oly  HUH ^
“ H e that sweareth unto his neighbour and disappointeth him not, though 
it were to his own hinmunce.”
After reading the whole o f  tliis beautiful Psalm , and with the notoriety o f the fact before their 
eyes, that the Honorable Captain B e r k e l e y  had received the positive Promises o f  more than 
two-thirds o f the Registered Electors o f  this Borough, can Mr. C l o s e  and his new Confederates 
encourage Mr. R y d e r  to persevere in this vain pursuit?
One might have expected, that a conviction o f  the utter hopelessness o f  success would have 
deterred any man o f gentlemanly and honourable feeling, to say nothing o f religious feeling, from 
embarking in such a cause ; and I sincerely hope for Mr. R y d e r ’s  sake, that he has been induced 
. to do BO, in ignorance o f the real state o f  affairs in this Borough. H e may perhaps soon find, 
that he has been made the D u pe and Tool o f  a  P a r ty  ; and those C lerical In triguers, who have here 
and elsewhere in terfered  to prevent the return o f  Reform Candidates, may also find, perhaps, that 
their good offices will be remembered, unquestionably much to the advantage o f the Church, in a 
Reformed Parliament.
-, Referring you to the late Charge o f  the Bishop o f  Gloucester to the Clergy o f his D iocese,
\ deprecating their interference in the approaching Elections,
I  am.'^SïR,' &c. &c.
Cheltenham, N ovem ber 20 th , 1832. A PARISHIONER.
P . S. W hy has Captain Gordon been unceremoniously thrown overboard, to make room for the 
lio n . G . D . R yder?  ' i
I — " n  
EXTRACT FROM THE BiSHOP’s  CHARGE TO THE CLERGY OF THE DIOCESE OF GLOUCESTER IN JULY LAST.
** Although I have already trespassed upon your attention to an unreasonable length, yet I cannot be sa tis-
than heretofore.
** It is true that a clergyman does not, by entering  into orders, forego the rights and privilegesof a citizen ; 
and it would be unreasonable to expect him to forbear exercising his vote in a m atter which so nearly concerns 
him  as the choice of representatives who may have the power of disposing o f his property. But the considera­
tion o f what is due to his sacred character ought always to overbalance every other impulse. If he embarks i n 
such o n te s is  as an active partizan, be will probably be urged forward by the eagerness of the pursuit into scenes 
absolutely inconsistent uith that character; he will lower himself in the esteem even o f  those whose cause he espou­
ses; and am ong that part of his flock to whom he is opposed he will create feelings t f  disgust and 0 fence,  which 
whole years o f devotion to his clerical duties may not be able to counteract.*’ "
J .  J .  H A D L EY , P R IN T E R , JO U R N A L O FFIC E , Q U EEN ’S B U IL D IN G S.
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 .'f*j:f'-} v.'t-'^ . VJlK ••’!..•-•  i ‘îj^  v)r ; '"*'tf»4?
B^tQxKTLBMR», . '
c l o s e  o f  t h i s ,  m y  f o t i r t t  î ) a | j | s | Ç ^  I  c a n n o t  r e s i s t  t h e  w a r m
I m p u l s e  o f  m y  F e e l i n g s ,  w h i c h  p r o m p t s ^  m e  t o  a g a i n  o f f e r  y o u  m y  m o s t
y o u r  f o r m e r  P r o m i s e s .
•  ^ F r o m  m y  l o n g  K n o i y l e d g e  o f ,  a i i d  A c q i i a i n t a n c e  w i t h ,  t h i s  T o w n ,  a n d  
T n t h  t h e  m a n l y  a n d  i n d e p e n d e n t  S p i r i t  o f  i t s  I n h a b i t a n t s ,  e v i n c e d ! o n  a l l  
Occ^ Hioxx^ y I  iiever couldf Moment  ^ entertain the Shadow of a
Doubt of the Sincerity cfyourff^cj^ssions.
-; I j l o w  c o n g r a t u l a t e  y o u ; i | f r o M t f a ( B : y ^ ^  o f  m y  H e a r t ,  u p o n  t h a t
d e t e r m i n e d  f o r t i t u d e  w l d c # ^ # h a # s o  e m i n e n t l y  d i s p l a y e d  ( S O M E
rVC'.’VT/^TT- A m  nnxT n  TRTCI T7":;.rv*r»”>>NTr^';|^i .r-v r ^
M
m s m
■M
W^pposing mi U N D A U N T ^ # # # ! ^ #  tLe base and unprincipkd
of Intimidation ondmnd^ w ith which you have been so - 4  4 %-
repeatedly assailed. \  . : c g g
1® Intentmn to I shalI have^ad the
f e r f  p ^ i n g  m y l ^ i ^ ^ ^ f e i M
r s æ I  L a v e  t b e  H p n o u r  t o  r e m a i n ,
# m e %
■W-î;'r; •■ - . . * ,
“ W * o b l i g e d  S e r y g t ^
W edtw day, 21>( Nov. 1832.
J
at JVo. 6, CWPanaefef 1
{ é m M
,' : r " n
Ollney Colonel
.4^ "
Carrington:
Smith Mr. Thos.
« Thompson Mr. P.
p;;Thbi^
ÉJohe#Mri:C.%
i S i I S s É ;0#M atthew 8 Capt. Walker M fr W dhâél^
^ ^ N T H ^ A S g ^
m m
& 8 S•...
i | i î .  Fo^BmOKE
AND
The L I B E R T Y  of the JPRESS.”!!!
At a dinner, given at Turner’s Rooms on Tuesday, the 11th instant 
to celebrate the Honourable C. F. Berkeley’s Flection, to represent th( 
Borough of Cheltenham in Parliament, on which occasion, of course 
several hundreds of the respectable Inhabitants and Gentlemen oî thi 
TOWN were present, Lord Seagrave proposed, as a toast, “ Dr. Fosbrok» 
and the Liberty of the Press,” although a Proprietor and Editor of eact 
of the Public Journals of the Town were present. “ There is but one stei 
from the sublime to the ridiculous.” Dr. Fosbroke and the Liberty of th< 
Press I Ye Gods, what an alliance, it has no parallel in history, save tha 
great military toast, Corporal Scroggins and the Battle of Waterloo.’ 
But enough of farce and folly; and llo be serious, 1 would ask, whether 
the very flattering tribute thus oflercd to the public Press, especially tc 
the two Papers of this Town, conspicuous as they have been loi their ab­
ject servility, in advocating the pretensions of the House of Berkeley, war 
introduced by the Noble Ijord, as a proof of gentlemanly feeling and good 
taste, or as a specimen of B e r k e l e y  g r a t i t u w e .
<lIow gratified the I n d e p e n d e n t  P r o p r i e t o r s  of the Cheltenhani
Press must feel, to find themselves thus honourably distinguished, after
w orking/ler/as et ne fas, to secure the return of his Lordship’s Brother.
i f  they have any manly spirit left, they will remember, that the very day
on which he mounted the highest round of the political ladder, they, his
supporters, who had helped him up,Were thus scornfully kicked away from 
under him.
A Reformer of Abuses.
December 17, 1832.
HA R PER , PRIN TER. RECENT STREET. CHELTENHAM.
0V l ALOCÎUE ;
I I E C O M M J Î N D F I )  T O  T H E  P  1:11 USA L O T  E V E R Y
f O T E R .
\
' W ell, Brother Elector, what think yon o f  the coming Election P
W hat do I  think. Sir, o f it 1 I  will tell yon w hat 1 think *—the W hig# will have hard work to get relumed.
For why, Sir P
Beoanse they hove deceived the Country a t l a r g e : - I n  the firstp lncc, they promised they wonld m ake better 
times for the Poor < Now we cun sec w hat these times a re ;—yon may take a  w alk down the N orth  Side o fth isT o w n , 
and there yon will s c e T H R  « I I K A T  V I V I O M  W l H O  B A S T I L E  B n i » O W , - n o t  for the 
rogne and felon, but F O R  T H E  IN D U S T R IO U S  P O O R ! T his is th e  good  th e  bigs have done for the W ork- 
log Classes, T hey have supported the P oor L aw  Comm issioners—Lord Jo h n ’s Amendment A ct for Five Y ears to 
come, to  allow  the P auper r i v e .  Ounces o f  B read and a P in to f lV a le r  Gruel for Breakfast, w hile they themselves are 
living in luxury, out of the hard earnings of the P oo r W ork ing  C la s s - th e y  have transported  and im prisoned honest 
men for speaking the t r u th - th c v  have parted m an and wife, against God’s la w s - th e y  have brought thcTradcsm ftn 
to  a  Labonrer-X ho  L abourer to* a P a u p c r - ih o  P au p er to a B eggar— ih c  B eg g ar to a /'W o n -an d  the Felon to the 
OaUows! and many have put an end to th e ir  existence in fear o f  the  bru ta l BasÜle U nion. T his is the system o f our 
présent W hig  G overnm ent, which our blindfolded K naves have supported.
W hy, Sir, you make me tremble, i f  this is true I
rU  never support the system again. They are a set o f undermining pickpockets. Their system is as rotten ms 
a pear. There is no confidence in them . The Constitution o f Old England will hecoran o f no strength i f  ever such 
men are again returned. And now, at the last, they have hrought forward the Corn Law Question, for « a house o f  
refuge in the day o f trouble flying to it as a safeguard to place themselves in office again ; but, I  trust, the Electors 
o f Cheltenham will use a little eye mfre.jhat they may see, and not be led away blindfolded by the scent, fair speeches, 
«nd fine promises o f the Fox, to get them into hi* boundary, to make a wholesale sacrifice o f them, or prepare for 
them his Union Bastile Prison and the water gruel for their comfort and consolation. Four, five, six, and seven years 
«go it  was in their power to repeal the Corn L aw s,.but t h ^  would not; they might have carried it when they 
pleased, and the Country would have supported them ; but, when their bread was buttered on both sides they did not 
care for the Poor and W orking Classes. * ' .
V  Brother Eleetors, look at the state o f  thi* Parish, and that w ill oonvinee you o f  their mismanagement. Look at 
the B ates you p a y !. T w o, three, or four years iigo, when we had the to h ik s  (as you call them) in office for this 
T ow n, our Poor lived w ell, and were allowed to attend the Parish Church, tw ice on the sabbath day ; a little T ea  
and some home-brewed Beer (instead o f  water gruel and a dry crust) were allowed then for their comfort. Our 
Labourers and W orking People could have a lltt le  assistance frpm the Parish, without selling their bits o f  Goods ,  
and being brought to poverty. One, tw o, and three years ago, our Poor Rates ve^e Fourpence and Fivepenoe in 
the Pound, the W higs made a push, and shifted th e Tories from their office, and r a is e d  our Rates from Fourpence 
to^ONB SHILLING in tho Pound, and rated every poor man that they could—established the Rural P olice, and 
thus drained every shilling out o f the poor man’s pocket to support a s%t o f useless fellows. This is the system your 
faithless C R A V E N  F . B E R K E L E Y  has supported. A  Placard has appeared in our shop windows, oalUng him 
a a  «  old fr ie n d -a  faithful friend-s-a tried friend."^ Y ès! .a: faithful Friend, to transport poor men, and cause t h s h , 
vHvm and obUdren to lament their husbandless ^ d  fàtherles* doom, merely for speaking the same opinions M Lord, 
John and his party did before they g o t into offioej and which the knaves pretended to support. . >
f i s  B rotl^f Electors, come forward and'*app<»ii a  m w  whom w e i^ j n e a t  in our streets and nnfbld dhr grioranott 
, .
#
ChtUenhttm.
T O  T H K
T H E
G E N T L E M E N , ' \  '
IQaving rèceîved a Requisition, very nu­
merously signed by aU c la s s ^ o f  my fellow townsmen, requesting 
that I  would allow m ysèlf W m_mUn_nomination for the Borough  
of Cheltenham at the next vacancy, I  beg to assure you that I  feel 
the high honor most deeply and sensibly, fo r i  see that it w ill,be . 
very serviceable and useful to me, connected as I  am with a l«rge 
portion o f the Lansdown (state, whose growth and iinp»'^'^eiijent 
1 have ever endeavoured zeilously to promote.
Based, therefore, as the invitation o b v ' » p o n  t /m  
j>rinciple ami upon my coinexion with pfoperty^ I  cannot 
hesitate to accept it and thoiçji Thompson and iiyself may have 
managed it pretty well in jiriyaL life yet if I can colt rive to become 
a member of the House of Coiimons, depend on t, our sphere of 
will be considerably'nilarged.
The principles of Thompson and myself lave been 
knowii to those whose intimacy we lave cvjoi/cdyUt thes<» 
pies we have not only n e v e r  obtruded xnon the pole, but for some 
•yery good reasons, done all we possn^y could \ keep them to 
o u r s c l r r s .  -    " -
1 am a firm friend to Lansdown, al.l to thft.i„ciides tipo 
ivhuli tl.ls I,as bceonie a great and powwfnl l',crt;'. 1
never lend a hand to impair it, or to endiaigcr .  safety ol im
Church or State. ii .
Some desire for improvements m the iiiG il str t^ ,generally
prevails. I,lit (lie expediency of resisting (hem has It Tlmmpsm
and myself as great parties to a juncdon upon (Ins ci,mon point
ol opnnon. recurrence to these improvemens s calcu­
lated (o paralvze (lie industry, dejireciate (he property icden the
interests ol both, 
of nn
, 1  Imvé the honour to be,
■ . . .  , Gentlemen, û -.ty;
.  ^ very ^obedient humble servan^,,
'ojpucester, Birmivflhaih, SiPirtfîoli» - i -
- , W. PAINE, Printer, 127, High Streetr'CheltenhanZ " ; -  \
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J>’^ - ji L i r \ . ' : a / m , r  '’v'^ mwRmm
m #j \  A ’E W
trâdèsinen , ye fich an d  lulmanfc, 
,,r':^r|ctorjrhow is  com plete, ..
 ^F a rm e r#  w ho Wanted h igh  p rices lor g ram , 
r W a W , 'W  IbfL'd td re trea t,
p V-. .
tckroiity to ethiî.ty th e ir  w ild-fire has spread. '
h a re  heW  special m eetings in a ll,
— , M .re pw s'd  resolntidns. w here in  they have said, 
m ûèt rise, or the F a rm e rs  must ta li '
' ■*'.
«Id th thk  by a ll  Ih 's , they were sadly in deb',
J S ^ ^ f f o n h e  farm ers would fill the gar.elte ; 
f i r  « id e m  docs one o f them  fall .
; ^ r  b a rg a in s  too d ear. Sirs f  W ho m ade them  
mo, p ray  ? .  ,
kWioiasottié ftâric tî o f an  elderly 
i^our ancestors lik e iie iscan  p a in t i x  
ho  feels well assured i f  you follow  h if  
“ 1 will have no m ore cause of_com plainl
g ig s , ydur gay ponies, nag bptfei aiitJ.totres 
Would w ish you at onCe to  g e t ridj 
« sh o rt s tick  and punch it to m a r k c t t tn d f r i r »  
your la thers  and  grandfathers d |d , ^
U j t M m
/ • ■ ■ ■ ' f t
It is use less the n e ig iib cü rs  assiire «* ; ; *•
F o r  miss ami hor m ollief cati s ing  a good song#
A nd y o u rse lf h c a ra ii excèllehl chorüsé
1: îh  y o u r g n rrè t there  s ta n d s  t y  ybur gràndinO thèr . .
. .  r  . I
A c irc u la r little  m achine, % ; ^
o r  its sm alle r nppendages sadly bereft, ‘ '
1 would have  it repaired  and m ade clean .
It would do for your m aid -servan t, d au g h te r and  
nife.
T o  play w ith, to fill up "(heir le isu re ;
It tvould m ake them  industrious an d  happy th ro u g h  
And sa re  you a g re a t deal o f  treasu re ,
T h a t little  machine, and  one la rg e r  in size,
W ere  beloved by the good dames of yore,
Their companions through life, whence they drew 
their supplies,
/ -  Ami the c lp im fh a t  the family.
J
•:4
■
■.wwri
Their lincm tkelr woollen, à mixture o f  both, 
Liudsey-woolsey the medley was named;
N ot a male or a ftm ale to wear it was 1 < ^
* Jffor SI church  o r a t m ark e t asham ed,'
-The linen was stouter than Irish, they said,
■ And the woollen, from b lack  and white fleeces,' 
Bcnt in colour and cloth all the finer one* made, 
Add Would no t near so toon wear to piece#.
;»T^le were the wise maxims of former time#,
' And i f  farmers were happier theh.
It must heighten our follies and add toouf ortmfiSi 
-'‘N ot to try the «sine maxims again,
^ # 1
2 1 .
wages to buy it WITH.
(om m d W u reh k  goods cheaper; and he will answer.
' LOWER."
• »■ ' « __ _ ' ____ L  ^1 A^  A a— «IvaÎ
MREKGN: 6ÇALB. \  • , ‘ i ' l'W^ect ; and do not forget he is one ofthose who taUt lpndeat about
In B e n t ................................-
ForCloihicg.Fttel, *ad extra expense*
. U. Od. 
... I 0
® n r s i ‘
—— — “^4 Master Manufactufw*. ■ '
A BROTHER O PERA TIV E^TWte etr^  therefoit, y®«g m  * ! « : , :  / n i i W S f 'V
ShsnlOD, Printer, America House, America Passage, CheUeuhara.
'-'f . ■- i : ■ ■ ;■ - . . , . • • '.' ■ .;'r . ! V.; r:
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o f  ( lie  B o r o n r k  o f  f  lie ltc iilia m .
BK O TH  K ll  E L E C T O R S.
icPolitieulRelatioiisliii) which has ex isted  belw eeiiyourselvesa iid  the 
on. C. F. R e h k e l r v , is ju s t  closed hy the Dissolution o f  Parliam ent  
d you are n ecessarily  called upon by the ex erc ise  o f the E lectiveFran-  
ise, to return a tit and proper person as your R epresentative.
T he following is a list o f  the lead ing questions during the last tew 
ars, w hich peculiarly distinguish  the W h ig  party, and w hich have 
eii carried in l^arlianient. z'::"v
R E P E A L  OF T H E  T E S T  A N D  C O R P O R A T IO N  ACTS.
CATHO LIC EMAN t ’l  P A T IO N .
A B O L IT IO N  O l S L A V E R Y  A N D  T H E  SL A V E  T R A D E . ' - / - Q  
R E FO R M  IN  P A R L IA M E N T .
O P E N IN G  T H E  T R A D E  O F  I N D I A  A N D  C H IN A .
P E N N Y  P O ST A G E .
CORN LAM R E P E A L .
» each and all o f  th ese  lueusui'es, upon which Mr. B erkeley  has had  
e opportiiaUy o f  Voting since he first entered  Parliam ent In 1 8 3 2 ,  
has given his firm and unqualified support.
us IS, to use the language o f  Lord Denm an, “ a  delusion and a siia'fe,
p r o ^ P ^ s s
Much remains still to he done, and it is  o f  grea t importance that a  
heral and not a Tory shall he returned.
l l i e  M emher w ho w ill, i f  I m istake not, most accurate^  represent  
ur view s and sen lim ents, is one who will not hesitate to vote in the  
Bw P arliam ent as follows :
M  I  e l  J ,  M. M. M.SJ JL •
T o abolish the Knte-paving Clauses 
T o complete Free Trade in all the n
and Education ol the People, and to Repair the Churches.
T o abolish Church Rates.
T o VO J E for U E B A I.L O T .
of the Reform Act. 
ecessaries of life.
the whole of these important measures the Hon. C. F . Berkeley is I  understand prepared to give 
most cordial support. j
Brother Electors, be not misled as to the grounds upon which you decide to vote at this \
-'ctioii. Mr Berkeley has fnltilled every promise given' to you when he lirst enteredrthe H ouse of J
inmons as your Representative, and has cordially supjiorted every measure adapteddo promote ‘ ;
- happiness, and to extend the rights and liberties of the People. In conclusion tlieiij, let me en- {
at of you, to strengthen his hands, and not his opponents. }
Cheltenham :Ju h i^ A th .\H â!7 . J I m. A B I E  A B  V A I I D C E I  I f E C
* u  'l'O THE
FREE AND INDEPENDENT
E liE C T O R ü
OF THE
BOROlJCiU
OF
OHELTENB A n
G E N T L E M E N ,
T h e  r e s u l t  o f  t h e  P o l l  h a s ,  a s  I  a n t i c i p a t e d ,  e s t a b l i s h e d ,  f i n a l l y  and 
o i i c l u s i v e l y ,  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  C h e l t e n h a m  i s  n o w  a  F r e e  a n d  I n d e p e n d e n t  B o r o u g ’h ,  
u d  t h a t  a n y  f u t u r e  M e m b e r  w h o  s e e k s  t h e  S u f f r a g e s  o f  i t s  C o n s t i t u e n t s ,  m u s t ,  
Id s o  o n  h i s  o w n  m e r i t s ,  a n d  n o t  r e l y i n g  o n  t h e  n a m e  a n d  i n f l u e n c e  o f  a n y  F a m i l y ,  
o w e v e r  p o w e r f u l .  T h e  T o w n  o f  C h e l t e n h a m ,  w i t h  i t s  4 0 , 0 0 0  I n h a b i t a n t s ,  i s  t o o  
r e e ,  t o o  e n l i g h t e n e d ,  t o  b e  a n y  l o n g e r  a  N o m i n a t i o n  B o r o u g h .
B y  t h e  a c t i v e ,  z e a l o u s ,  a n d  u n t i r i n g  e x e r t i o n s  o f  a l l  C l a s s e s  o f  m y  F e l l o w -  
o w n s m e n ,  I  h a v e , w i t h o u t  a n y  c la i m s  o f  m y  o w n ,  b e e n  p l a c e d  in  t h e  p r o u d  p o s i t i o n  o f  
o u r  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e ,  a n d  I  d e e p l y  f e e l  t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  I  h a v e  i n c u r r e d .  I  s h a l l ,  h o w  e v e r ,  
e ly  o n  y o u r  i n d u l g e n c e ,  a n d  o n  a  s i n c e r e  e n d e a v o u r  t o  d o  m y  d u t y  a n d  t o  c a n y  o u t  t h e  
r in c i p l e s  1 h a v e  l a id  b e f o r e  y o u .  I  s h a l l  h o p e  t h a t  m y  i n e x p e r i e n c e  o f  P a r l i a m e n t a r y  
f e  m a y  n o t  i n t e r f e r e  w i t h  m y  u s e f u l n e s s ,  e i t h e r  in  p r o m o t i n g  t h e  w e l f a r e  o f  m y  C o u n t r y  
r  in  w a t c h i n g  o v e r  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  o f  o u r  T o w n .
I  c a n n o t  e x p r e s s  m y  g r a t i t u d e  f o r  t h e  r e c e p t i o n  y o u  a l l  g a v e  m e  t o - d a y  a t  t h e  I I u s i ­
n g s . I  w a s  q u i t e  o v e r p o w e r e d  b y  y o u r  k i n d n e s s ,  a n d  w o r d s  w i l l  n o t  e x p r e s s  m y  f e e l i n g s ,  
r  t h o s e  o f  m y  F a m i l y ,  o n  t h i s  t o  m e ,  a n d  1 h o p e  t o  C h e l t e n h a m ,  e v e r  m e m o r a b l e  o c c a s i o n .
P e r m i t  m e  n o w  t o  e x p r e s s  a  f e r v e n t  h o p e  t h a t  a l l  a n i m o s i t i e s ,  e n g e n d e r e d  b y  t h e  l a t e  
o n t e s t ,  m a y  b e  b u r i e d  i n  o b l i v io n .  A n d  I  f e e l  s u r e  t h a t  m e n  o f  a l l  o p i n i o n s  o n  
o l i t i c a l  m a t t e r s ,  w i l l ,  e r e  l o n g ,  a g r e e  t h a t  w e  h a v e  a c h i e v e d  a  g r e a t  v i c t o r y ,  in  s e c u r i n g  
r o m  h e n c e f o r t h ,  f o r  e v e r ,  t h e  F r e e d o m  a n d  I n d e p e n d e n c e  o f  t h e  B o r o u g h .
I  a m , G e n t l e m e n ,
V o u r  m o s t  g r a t c l u i  a n d  o n e d i e n i  S c r v a n i ,
WILLOUGHBY JONES.
S V S S B A aX  B O U S E , J U t T  3 0 , 1 8 4 7 .
T O  I H l ï  ^
Pu By CHELTENHAM.
G E N T L I C M K N ,
u- 1 I Hiiving ifceived ti ciminiiiiiicajioii hist night from Mr. 
Micklimn Kscotf, loqiir,sting mv iissistanco at tlin forthcoming 
Election, I av heforc yon my reply. I ,|o not led J have a right 
to publish his original Note, it being marked P i i jv a t j e ,  hiit of 
course that Gciitlenian can do so it he thinks proper,
1 a m ,  G e ii l lc i i ic n .
• Your laitliful Fiioiid,
CRAVEN F. BERKELEY.
Q u e m 'ê  H o t e l ,  S e p t . .  1 8 4 8 .  j
D E A R  S IR ,
Quccn'g Hotel, Sept. 1st, 1 8 4 8 .
was not
I  a m  t r u ly  y o u r a ,
CRAVEN F. BERKELEY
c h e iw n h a m :
3C.
r f - ' - î
> d '
Ïwue-TT-*  ^A b r a h a m  N e w l a n d .-
■ i
P o o r  P e EL m ay now Start,
I le  s quite out o f  heart, ^
I le ’il never sure com e to the Hustings ;
His sort will ne’er do 
In a Borough so true,
Spite o f intimiclalious or worse things.
CHORUS. \  '
For B e r k e l e y ’s the man to defeat him , /  
huiidreds mEyority beat h im ;
It ne’er shaflhbe seen 
That our Orange and Green 
W ill suffer a Blue to unseat him. *
P e e l  had better go down 
To some poor rotten Town,
Take with him his hin from Tewkesbury ;
1 hey both see with shame,
1 hat their old U ncle’s name 
Avails them but little, if  any.
CHORUS.
l"or B e r k e l e y  and M a r t i n  will beat them , 
W hat fun for the W higs to defeat them ;
A nd it ne’er shall be.seen  
That the Orange and Green  
Miall sutler the Blues to unseat them.
G. CUNXiNGiiAM, ChtunicK' Oulce, Piltville Stvc.:, L'i.LikuIiAin.
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THi CHELTEMHAHI RAGGED RECIMENT
Ï M Ï R Ï S ' .  •  V-r. • '" A .. ■_  ^ V, -‘» rL ’ * ‘ 'w Ç o M B , a l l  g o o d  p e o p l e ,  y o u n g  a n d  o l d ,  
fN  I ’H t e l l  y o u  o f  a  j o k e
a
a c o
. . .  . . . . .  ^  . . .  -  "  J  ,  ;
1  h o p e  y o u  w i l l  n o t  t h i n k  m e  b o l d ,  
ÿ . ' v I f  s o m e  1  s h o u ld  p r o v o k e  j—
'< ! ’T w a s  in  t h e  m o n l l i  o f  A p r i l  l a s t ,
T h e  t r u t h  y o n  w o n ’t  d e n y ,
■ T h e  y e l l o w s  b r ib ’d  a . t r a i t o r  c l a s s ,  7
T o  g o  a n d  s w e a r  a .  I j e .  ‘
■ O h  l o r s ,  o h  d ear^  o h  l a c k a d n y  j ;
^  * W h a t  w i l l  th ^  y e l l o w s  d o  P 
. 7  ^ T h e y ’v e  f o o l 'd  t h e i r  m o n e y  a l l  a w a y
^  t h e i r  m e m b e r  t o o  !
k \  j ^  r a g im e n t  o f  t h e  rn g W ed  r a c e ,  
I f e ç T t S  s t i l l  i n  P
% T h e y  w e n t  t o  s W c a r  w h a t  n e ’e r  t o o k  p] 
C h e l t e n h a m  l a s t l e l e c t i b n  Î
a n d  S e r g e a n t  V - s  
g ^ ^ o m p d q y d l d ^  X
r, ÿ ’ ' Y o u r  s q u a d  w o n ' t  b e  b e l i e v ’d ,
 ^ ; ^ o o ’II o w n ,  t h e  b lu e s  t h e y  h â v e ,  a t  l a s t ,  
r . S—T h e  v i c t o r y  a c h i e v ’d  ;
;^7^(lSincc t a i l o r s ,  s n o b s ,  a n d  t i n k e r s  t a i l ,  
A n d  o t h e r s  a r e  d e f e a t e d ,  -
7N ^ ;T héro*s n o  M , p .  t o ' B  y ’s  t a i l ,
w o  h a v e  h im  u n s e a t e d .
O h  l o r e ,  o h  d e a r ,  «£c. 
 ^ v.The A g e n f s  n o w  t h e y  d id  r e t u r n ,
N T h e i r  l o o k s  I  c a n 't  d e s c r ib e ,
^ v S a i d  th e y ,'* *  T h e s e  b lu e s  a r e  h a r d  t o  t u r n ,
’ T h e y  w a n t  a  l a r g e r  b r ib e  ;
N o w ,  C a p t a in  a n d  t h e  S e r g e a n t ,  y o u  
M u s t  b o t h  e x e r t  y o u r  s k i l l ,
A n d  l o o k  o u t  fo r  s o m e  t r a i t o r  b lu e ,
A n d  w e  s h a l l  b e a t  t h e m  s t i l l . ”
O b  l o r s ,  o h  d e a r ,  & c . 
T h e y  w e n t  t o  t h e  o ld  c a s t l e  n e x t  
T o  m a k e  t h e i r  t r o u b le s  k n o w n ,  
A l t h o u g h  t h e  L o r d  w a s  s o r e l y  v e x ’d ,  
S o m e  s y m p a t h y  w a s  s h o w n  ;
7  ‘ s a i u  t h e  E a r l ,  •* Y o u  s i l l y  c l o w n s ,
' r W e  m u s t  n o t  l o o s e  t h i s  c h a n c e , ~ -  
; v7]!f o u  g i v e  t h e m  6— 1 0 — 2 0  p o o n d s ,—  
f > T h e  m o n e y  I ’l l  a d v a n c e . ’’
' O h  l o r s ,  o h  d e a r ,  «Sc,'
T h e r e  w a s  o n e  m a n  a m o n g  t h e  r e s t  
A t  f i r s t  r e f u s ’d  t h e  b r i b e ,—
A  F r e e m a n s  h u n d r e d  p o u n d  w a s  p r e s s ’d  
" S a y s  h e ,  ** I ’l l  j o i n  t h e , t r i b e ; ’*
A w a y  l ie  w e n t ,  t o  L o n d o n  b c n t ,  - ;
A n d  t h ( %  h e  t o ld  h i s  t a l e ;  - \ -  ^ ' 
' T h e  h u n d r e d  p o u n d  h a d  s u c h  a  s o u n d ,
I t  m a d e  t h e m  ; d l  l o o k  p a l e .
N  . 77. O h  l o r s ,  o h  d e a r ,  & o .
 ^  ^ r  I ..
W c ’H have a man o f  o u r  t o w r i ,
/  S i n c e  h e  h a s  g i v e n  c o n s e n t ,  % ■
N o  m o r e  w e ’l l  h a v e  t h e  B —— y  c l o w n  
T o  s i t  i n  p a r l ia m e n t  'V '■
H e  m a y  f i g h t  h i s  d o g s  a n d  b a i t  h i s  b u l l s ,
: V F o r  t h a t  i s  h i s  d m i g h t  ;
B u t  G,%tu>NfCR s h a l l  b e  o u r  n a a n , 7 
O u r  b a t t l e s  f o r  t o  f i g h t .  : 'N
O h  l o r s ,  o h  d e a r ,  A c ,  :
7 \  r i r  .;é m a n c ip a t io n  o f  o u r  t o w n  77 P  ' ? ; #'
s o o n  w i l l  b e  c o m p l e t e  :  ' N  7
 y ’e g o n e  b i s  c o a t  t o  p a w n , ; 7 .  7. P
F o r  G a h d n e r  t o  t a k e  h i s  s e a t ;  7   ^
L a w y e r  P — — e  w i t h  a l l  h i s  im ig h t ,  ! -W  
U s e d  a l l  b i s  l o w - b o r n  w i t  % 4
. T o  d e p r iv e  u s  o f  o u r  r e a l  r i g h t s  7 7 7  
f  I n  p a r l ia m e n t  t o  s i t .  • ^  ; 7 ' : ; 7
O h  l o r s ,  o h  d e a r ,  A c
No ; he knows well, the hypocrite,
1  h a t  U  y ’s  t i m e  is* p a s t ,  ^
T h a t  G ahdner is the favourite;—
W e ’l l  h a v e  h im  s a f e  a t  l a s t  !
H e r e ’s  3  g r o a n s  fo r  t h e  B — — y  c l o w n
A n d  a l l  t h e  B —  y i t e s ;
H e r e ’s  3 c h e e r s  fo r  A g*g Gardner ,
. I n  h im  w e ’l l  h a v e  o u r  r i g h t s .  /
O b  lo r e ,  o h  d e a r ,  A c .  
A d ie u  o n c e  m o r e  t o  t h e  B — y 8poose, 
1 h e  B a r k e r  a n d  t h e  B u n n  ;
W ee'll h a v e  A g g  G a r d n e r  i n  t h e  h o u s e ,  
T h e n  g l l  o u r  w o r k  i s  d o n e ;  • ;
O h  l o r s ,  o h  d e a r  ! w h a t  f o o l s  t h e y  w e r e ,  
T h a t  t h e y  s h o u l d  b e  s o  v a in  
T o  e x p e c t  t o  g e t  t h e i r  m e m b e r  i n -  
T o  p a r l ia m e n t  a g a i n  7 ' , 7  -
O h  l o r s ,  o h  d e a r ,  A c.
30.
APPENDIX B 
A bstract o f *A L is t of E lec to rs . 1841'. 
1841 Poll book, summarised by occupation.
Source: GRO D2025 Box 135.
Agg Gardner Berkeley Thompson
A ccountants 
A rch itec ts  
A r t i f ic ia l  f lo r i s t  
A r t is ts  
Aucticxieers 
A x le -tree  makers 
Bacon fa c to rs  
Bakers
Bankers and a tto rn e y s ' c le rk s
Baronets
Basket maker
Beer s e l l e r s
B illia rd  marker
Bookbinders
B ooksellers and lib ra r ia n s
Boot and shoemakers
Brewers
B ricklayers
Brickmakers
Brokers
Brush makers
B uilders
Butchers
Cabinet makers
C arpenters
C a rrie rs
C arvers and g u ild e rs  
Chair makers 
Cellarmen 
Chairmen 
Chandlers
Chemists and d ru g g is ts
Chimney sweeps
Chinamen
Cider maker
Clergymen
Clerk
Clock and watchmakers 
C lothes salesm en 
Coach p ro p rie to rs  
Coach makers 
Coach men 
Coal m erchants 
Conf ec tlo n e rs  
Constable 
Cooks
17
2
3
1
7
4
16
8
20
2
1
15
16 
9
29
1
7
8 
2
3
8
2
1
1
4 
7
10
5
1
8
1
2
3
1
2
20
11
1
4 
1
35
5 
10
2
3
15
14
22
62
2
5
2
1
2
5
1
2
1
Coopers
Corndealers
D ealers
D en tists
D issenting m in is te rs
Drapers
Dyers
Engravers
Farmers
F a rr ie r
Fishmongers
Flymen
French p o lish e rs
Fringe m anufacturer
F ru ite re rs
F u rn itu re  brokers
G lasscu tte rs
Greengrocer
G ardeners
Gentlemen
Grocers
Gun makers
H aird ressers
Hardwaremen
H atte rs
H auliers
Hosier
Hotel keepers 
House agen ts 
Hurdle maker
Inn keepers and publicans
Ironmongers
Jew elle rs
Labourers
Last maker
Leather s e l le r s
Livery s ta b le  keeper
Lodging house keepers
Mail guards
Masons
Merchant
Milkmen
M alsters
M illers
M usicians
Naval and m ilita ry  o f f ic e rs
Nurserymen
Oil and colourmen
O ffice keeper
Pew opener
P o rte rs
P a in te rs
Paper hangers
11
1
1
9
2
5
1
1
1
1
21
8 2
15
5
2
12
4
18
1
1
5
17
1
3
3
1
2 4
1
7
11
2
4  
2 
3  
1 
3
21
3
1
5  
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
7  
1
2 4
68
22
1
6 
2 
3
1
1
1
18
2
3
1 4
6
2
21
3
1
1
5  
9  
2
1
6 
1
Pawn brokers - 3 -
P la s te re rs 9 12 -
P a in te rs  and plumbers 16 22 -
Physicians 5 6 -
P o u lte re rs 3 1 -
P ic tu re  d ea le r 1 - -
P ic tu re  frame maker - 1 -
P o rte r merchants 1 2 -
Post boys 2 1 -
P r in te rs 4 2 -
P ro fesso rs  of music 2 - -
Renter of to l ls - 1 -
Riding m aster 1 - -
Road c o n tra c to rs 2 2 -
Saddlers 6 4 -
Salesman - 1 -
Sawyers 4 2 -
Servants 12 9 -
S ilversm iths 1 1 -
Schoolm asters 5 5 -
Sculptor 1 - -
Sharebrokers 1 1 -
Shoeing sm ith - 1 -
Smiths 3 6 -
S o lic ito rs 14 14 -
S ta tio n e rs 1 2 -
S tab le  keepers - 8 -
S tab le  men - 4 -
Stay makers - 2 -
Straw p la t maker - 1 -
Surgeons 13 5 -
Surveyors 3 3 —
T ailo rs 15 46 -
Tea d ea le rs 1 3 -
Tin p la te  workers - 7 -
Timber merchant 1 - -
Toy maker 1 - -
Trunk maker 1 - -
Turners 1 2 -
U pholsterers 3 2 -
W aiters 5 7 —
Watch makers - 4 -
Well s inker 1 - -
Wheel chairmen - 6 -
W heelwrights - 4 -
White sm iths 4 4 —
Wine merchants 4 7 -
Woodman *“ 1
T otal 655 763 4
APPENDIX B r.ontinimd
P ie  c h a r t s  showing r e s u l t  o f 1841 P o ll  a s  shown bv o cc u p a tio n  
a s  a p ro p o r tio n  o f t o t a l  p o l l .
E x p lan a tio n  o f c h a r t s ;
Group A G entlem en: Gentlemen; M il i ta r y  and Naval O f f ic e r s ;  Farm ers.
Group B Shopkeepers: A ll s e r v ic e  t r a d e s  e .g .  B u tch ers , G rocers , M erchants, 
e tc .
Group C Leg /M ed/F in : P r o fe s s io n a ls  e .g .  Lawyers, D octo rs , D e n tis ts ,
Surgeons and A ccoun tan ts.
Group D Brewing: Brew ers; Inn  k eep e rs ; P o r te r  s e l l e r s ,  e tc .
Group E B u ild in g : B u ild e rs ; C a rp e n te rs ; Masons; P la s te r e r s ;  P a in te r s ,  e tc .  
Group F Tourism ; H o tel p r o p r ie to r s ;  Lodging House k eep e rs ; Coach o p e ra to rs ;  
Flymen, e tc .
Group G C raftsm en : S k i l l e d  a r t i s a n s  e .g .  B ookbinders, E ngravers, Sm iths, 
e tc .
Group H A r t/T e a /R e l: A r t i s t s ;  M usicians; T eachers; C lergy .
Group 1 L ab o u re rs : L ab o u re rs  and S e rv a n ts .
BERKEL^EY AOG—OARDNER
A
6
c
0
E
....
\\m ^
II Gentlemen 
^1 Shopkeepers 
0  Leg/Med/Fin, 
Brewing 
I Building 
J^Uk Tourism 
Craftsmen 
flrt/Tea/Rel
LOW
^  Labourers
Appendix C
Members fo r  Cheltenham , 1832 -  1880 
(D efeated  c a n d id a te s  shown in  i t a l i c s .  )
1832. Dec. 10 Hon. C. F. B erkeley . W.
1835. Jan. 6 . Hon. C. F. B erkeley . W. 411
K F. G askell. R. 25
1837. J u ly 24. Hon. C. F. B erkeley . W. 632
Jonathan Peel. T. 298
1841. June 29. Hon. C. F. B erkeley . W. 764
J. Agg-Gardner. T. 655
C ol. T. F. Thompson. R. 4
1847. Ju ly 29. S i r  W illoughby Jones. C. 1015
Hon. C. F. B erkel ey. L. 907
Capt. E. C. Smith. C. 4
T his  e l e c t i o n  was d e c la re d vo id  13n p e t i
1848. June 28. Hon. C. F. B erkeley . L. 1024
J. Agg-Gardner. C. 848
On p e t i t i o n  t h i s  e l e c t i o n  was a ls o declare
1848. Sept. 2 . G. C. L. B erkeley . L. 986
Bickham E sco tt. L. C. 835
1852. J u ly 8 . Hon. C, F. B erkeley . L. 999
S ir  W illoughby Jones. C. 869
1855. Ju ly 14. G. C. L. B erkeley . L. 760
W illiam  Rider. C. 178
1856. May 8 . F. W. F. B erkeley . L. 841
E. G. H a llew e ll. C. 655
1657. Mar. 27. F. W. F. B erkeley . L.
1859. Apr. 30. Col. F. W. F. B erkeley . L. 922
C harles S ch reiber. C. 910
1865. J u ly 12 . C h a rle s  S c h re ib e r . C. 1157
Hon. Col. F ran cis  B erkeley. L. 1129
1868. Nov. 17. H. B. Samuel son. L. 1640
J. T. Agg-Gardner. C. 1468
1874. Feb. 4. J. T. Agg-Gardner. C. 2121
H. B. Samuel son. L. 1842
A b b rev ia tio n s : W -  Whig, R -  R ad ica l, C - C o n se rv a tiv e ,
L. C. L ib e ra l  C o n se rv a tiv e  ( P e e l i t e ) .
APPENDIX D.
N otes from  th e  D larv  o f Lord E llenborough .
Edward Law (1790-1871), E a rl o f E llen b o ro u g h  was ed u ca ted  a t  E ton and S t. 
J o h n 's  C o lleg e , Cambridge. A f te r  le a v in g  c o l le g e  he was am b itio u s  fo r  a 
m i l i t a r y  c a re e r ,  bu t h i s  f a th e r  d e s i r e d  th a t  he sh o u ld  e n te r  P a rlia m e n t, 
and he was e le c te d  M. P. a s  a Tory fo r  S t. M ic h a e l 's ,  C ornw all in  1813. In  
1813 he m a rried  Lady O c tav ia  S tew art, s i s t e r  o f Lord C a s tle re a g h , w ith  vdiom 
he a t te n d e d  th e  C ongress o f V ienna in  1815. In  1818 he succeeded  to  h i s  
f a t h e r 's  peerag e . However, he f e l l  i n to  in c re a s in g  o p p o s it io n  w ith  Canning 
and, fo r  a tim e, became an ou tspoken  c r i t i c  o f th e  Government.
T h is  o p p o s it io n  was r e c o n c i le d  when he took  th e  p o s t o f Lord 
P riv y  S ea l under W ellin g to n  in  1828. L a te r  th a t  y ea r he t r a n s f e r r e d  to  th e  
P re s id en cy  o f th e  Board o f C o n tro l, vdiere he began h i s  i n t e r e s t  in  In d ia n  
a f f a i r s .  He rem ained  in  o f f i c e  u n t i l  1830 when th e  W ellin g to n  m in is try  
f e l l .  Throughout 1830-2 he v ig o ro u s ly  opposed Lord G re y 's  m easures 
p a r t i c u l a r l y  th e  Reform B i l l .  Not on ly  d id  E llenbo rough  conduct a 
v o c ife ro u s  ca se  a g a in s t  th e  B i l l  in  th e  House o f Lords bu t l o c a l ly  (hav ing  
r e c e n t ly  moved to  Southam manor) he gave much su p p o rt to  th e  T rue B lue Club 
in  t h e i r  e f f o r t s  to  d e fe a t th e  B i l l .  As such, h i s  d ia ry  c o n ta in s  a few (but 
s ig n i f i c a n t )  r e f e r e n c e s  to  th e  p o l i t i c a l  c l im a te  in  C heltenham  a t  th e  tim e 
of th e  p a s s in g  o f th e  Act.
1. November 29 th . 1831.
Lord Segrave, whom I met y e s te rd a y  a t  Mr. C a p e l 's  seemed very  h o s t i l e  to  
th e  B i l l ,  bu t th o u g h t th a t  now i t  had been proposed  i t  must be ta k en . He 
had much d i f f i c u l t y  in  p re v e n tin g  th e  fo rm a tio n  o f a  Union h e re . I was 
s u r p r is e d  to  f in d  what e x te n t  th e  d e s i r e  fo r  th e  B i l l  had gone. He d readed  
p o p u la r v io le n c e  i f  a n y th in g  s h o r t o f th e  B i l l  sh o u ld  be proposed .
2. May 16th. 1832.
Mr. S tr a f o r d  c a l le d  and to ld  me th e  Reform M eeting a t  C heltenham  was a 
f a i l u r e .  Not above 20 gentlem en -  p le n ty  o f rag am u ffin s . Mr. P ee l t r i e d  to  
o b ta in  a h e a r in g  and was n e a r ly  pushed ou t o f th e  room.
3. June 13th 1832.
Y este rd ay  I  met my Cheltenham  Club. T here may have been 60 p re s e n t ,  p e rh ap s  
more. I h e ld  m oderate language, recommended o b l iv io n  and good humour, s a id  
even th o s e  who v o ted  fo r  th e  B i l l  m ight jo i n  us, f o r  we a s s a i l e d  no m an 's 
r ig h t s ,  we on ly  meant to  defend  own. The 3 rd  re a d in g  o f th e  B i l l  must draw 
a l i n e  betw een R eform ers and th o se  vrtio d e s i r e  r e v o lu t io n  o r  we a r e  l o s t .  
The c irc u m stan c e  o f th e  p a r ty  a re  no t such  a s  to  in s p i r e  h i l a r i t y ,  bu t our 
m eeting  was a s  good a s  co u ld  have been ex p ec ted . I t  was no t l i k e  th a t  a t  
G lo u c e s te r .
The f e e l in g  o f th e  mob i s  d e c id e d ly  w orse th a n  i t  was b e fo re  th e  B i l l  was 
passed . I  was in s u l t e d  on F r id a y  (8 th )  a s  I  w alked in  Cheltenham , th a t  i s  
by c r i e s  o f 'R eform ' o r ' Burke him' -  ' Down w ith  th e  T o r i e s '.  T here was no 
a t te n ^ t  a t  v io le n c e  and I  d id  j u s t  a s  I sh o u ld  i f  n o th in g  had been s a id . 
There was a mob o f 4 o r 500 p eo p le  b e fo re  th e  door o f th e  h o te l  %dien I came 
away from  th e  Club. Some w ished me to  have my c a r r i a g e  to  th e  back door but 
I would n o t. T here were 10 policem en vdio made a  la n e  to  th e  c a r r ia g e ,  and 
of c o u rse  much h o o tin g , bu t my f r ie n d s  o f vdiom 20 o r  30 rem ained to  s e e  me 
of f ,  gave a g rand  ch ee r  and th e  mob were q u ie t .  I  am s u re  I  d id  good bo th  
by showing my f r ie n d s  and enem ies th a t  I  f e a r  n o th in g .
I hope to  g e t up a tro o p  o f  yeomanry a t  Cheltenham , bu t t h i s  r e q u ir e s  
d e l i c a t e  management, o r  we s h a l l  have two tro o p s  on th e  o th e r  s id e  and some 
f ig h t in g .  Yeomanry however, we must have, o r  we s h a l l  be b ea ten .
From A. A sp in a ll (Ed. ), Three E a r ly  N in e teen th  C entury D ia r ie s ,  London 
(1952)
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